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MAJOR LEGISLATION IN 85th CONGRESS 































































































BILL HOUSE SENATE STATUS 
Reciprocal Trade (HR 10368) by Payse “aie 
Defense Reorganization (HR 11958) Topo peal 
Mutual Security Program on all ‘8 5/14/58 sos /58 fers 
Space Agency i) | sess | ose | oayss 
Military Pay Raises yi SB i Bs | 4/29/58 5/20/58 
Corporate, Excise Taxes (HR 12695) aan bead pore 
Postal Rate, Pay Increase (HR 5836) Sosy aa/s7 224/38 2/98/58 5/27/58 
Atomic Secrets Sharing enue | saan 5/58 
Surplus Disposal on od Case vores 3/70/58 
Emergency Housing issu) | Somber | sfese | soso | sae | 4//se 
Debt Ceiling Increase (HR 9955) 1/58 1/23/58 2700/58 9/24/58 2/28/58 
Classified Pay Raise (s 734) ‘oases | casa | o5/s7_| 2/20/50 _| Conference 
Federal Scholarships A. a TF 2 Commioted 
Price Supports Freeze (SJ Res 162) ry meg viene Sosa 3/13/58 Yass 
Welfare Fund Disclosure on pon ha ot WE br -l 
Labor Law Revision (S 3974) ima 6/10/38 bas nl 
Local Public Works (S 3497) ey SPivss | 4/16/58 
Unemployment Benefits (re 12065 | fepered | or, | 5fa/ss | s2ese | arse 
Rivers, Harbors 47 | Biasr | anise | So5s7 | a/ze'sr | a/iss8 
Small Business Administration §— (HR 7963) - 
Alaska Statehood wie 0) 6/05/87 byl fos? 
Hawaii Statehood ph a 3/30/37 
Highway Construction (HR 9821) ‘34/08 wae ‘aan var Ni; 5/58 








propriation (HR 12738) June 5, 


- The President signed the Treasury-Post Office appropriation (HR 11085) March 28; the Interior appropriation 
(HR 10746) June 4, The Agriculture appropriation (HR 11767) was sent to the President May 28. The House March 27 and the 
Senate June 9 passed the Independent Offices appropriation (HR 11574); the House April 1 and the Senate June 9 passed the 
Executive Offices appropriation (HR 10589); the House May 15 and the Senate June 11] passed the State-Justice-Judiciary 
appropriation (HR 12428); the House May 20 and the Senate June 10 passed the Commerce appropriation (HR 12540). The 
House passed the Labor-Health, Education and Welfare appropriation (HR 11645) March 27 and the Defense Department ap- 
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CONGRESS MAINTAINS 88% VOTING RECORD 


The average Member of Congress voted on 88 percent 
of the roll calls in the first four months of the 1958 ses- 
sion of Congress. The percentage has remained steady 
ever since 1955. The 1958 survey is based on 63 roll 
calls in the Senate and 30inthe House of Representatives 
between Jan. 7 and May 1. 

CQ’s scores measure two things: 

@ Voting Participation -- the percentage of roll calls 
on which a Member cast “‘yea’’ or ‘‘nay’’ votes. 

@ On the Record -- The percentage of roll calls on 
which a Member made his position known by casting ‘‘yea’’ 
or ‘‘nay’’ votes, entering live pairs, announcing his stands 
or answering the CQ Poll. (See box, next page) 








Party Scores 


Composites of Republican and Democratic scores for 
Voting Participation and On the Record for the first four 
months of 1958 and for 1957: 





} 1958 | | 1957 | 
VOTING PARTICIPATION GOP DEM GOP DEM 
Both Chambers 90% 86% 87% 88% 
Senate 91 87 86 85 
House 90 85 88 89 
ON THE RECORD 
Both Chambers 95% 95% 92% 93% 
Senate 94 97 94 96 
House 96 94 92 92 


Individual Scores 


Highest and lowest individual scorers in Voting Par- 
ticipation for the first four months of 1958: 


HIGHEST SCORERS 
SENATE 


Democrats: Five scored 100 percent: Hill (Ala.), 
Douglas (Ill.), Mansfield (Mont.), Neuberger (Ore.) and 
Proxmire (Wis.). 

Republicans: Ten scored 100 percent: Kuchel 
(Calif.), Allott (Colo.), Dworshak (Idaho), Payne and Smith 
(Maine), Potter (Mich.), Cotton (N.H.), Mundt (S.D.), Wat- 
kins (Utah) and Aiken (Vt.). 


HOUSE 


Democrats: 59 scored 100 percent: Elliot, Huddle- 
ston. Tones and Selden (Ala.), Gathings, Norrell and Trim- 
ble (Ark.), Sisk and King (Calif.), Aspinall and Rogers 
(Colo.), Bennett, Haley, Herlong, Matthews, Rogers and 
Sikes (Fla), Brown (Ga.), Pfost (Idaho), Price, Libonati 
and Boyle (Ill.), Chelf, Natcher and Perkins (Ky.), Lankford 
(Md.), Machrowicz (Mich.), Marshall and Wier (Minn.), 
Abernethy, Smith, Williams and Winstead (Miss.), Karsten 
(Mo.), Anderson and Metcalf (Mont.), Rodino (N.J.), Kit- 
chin (N.C.), Morris (Okla.), Ullman (Ore.), Rhodes and 
Byrne (Pa.), Hemphill (S.C.), Loser (Tenn.), Beckworth, 
Brooks, Burleson, Dowdy, Fisher, Kilday, Mahon, Poage, 
Rutherford, Thomas, Thompson and Thornberry-(Texas), 
Jennings (Va.), Johnson and Zablocki (Wis.). 
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Absences 


Failures to vote usually may be traced to valid 
causes, including illness and conflicting official 
duties. Among those missing one or more 1958 roll 
calls because of their illness or illness or death in 
their families: 

Sens. Homer E, Capehart (R Ind.), John Marshall 
Butler (R Md.), Thomas C, Hennings Jr. (D Mo.), 
Frank J, Lausche (D Ohio), Wallace F, Bennett (R 
Utah), Harry Flood Byrd (D Va.), Ralph E, Flanders 
(R Vt.) and Joseph C, O’Mahoney (D Wyo.). 

Reps. Kenneth A, Roberts (D Ala.), John F, Shel- 
ley (D Calif.), Carl Vinson (DGa.), Thomas S, Gordon 
(D I11.), Otto E, Passman (D La.), GlennC, Cunning- 
ham (R Neb.), James C, Auchincloss (R N.J.), Edmund 
P, Radwan (R N.Y.), Stuyvesant Wainwright (R N.Y.), 
William R. Williams (R N.Y.), Charles A, Buckley 
(D N.Y.), James C, Healey(DN.Y.), Edna F, Kelly (D 
N.Y.), Ludwig Teller (D N.Y.), Graham A, Barden (D 
N.C,), Carl T, Durham (D N.C.), George A. Shuford 
(D N.C.), Usher L. Burdick (R N.D.), Wayne L, Hays 
(D Ohio), Frank T. Bow (R Ohio), J. Harry McGregor 
(R Ohio), Thomas A, Jenkins (R Ohio), Elmer J, Hol- 
land (D Pa.), William J, Green Jr. (D Pa.), John E, 
Fogarty (D R.I.), Aime J. Forand (DR.I.), Tom Mur- 
ray (D Tenn.), Olin E, Teague (D Texas), Martin Dies 
(D Texas), Edward J, Robeson Jr. (D Va.), Robert C, 
Byrd (D W.Va.), Harley O. Staggers (D W.Va.) and 
Arch A, Moore Jr. (R W.Va.). 











Republicans: 62 scored 100 percent: Baidwin, Mailli- 
ard, Teague, Younger and Hiestand (Calif.), Chenoweth 
(Colo.), Seely-Brown (Conn.), Budge (Idaho), Allen, Simp- 
son, Springer and Church (Ill.), Bray, Harvey and Nimtz 
(Ind.), Cunningham and Talle (Iowa), Avery and Rees 
(Kan.), Siler (Ky.), Bates and Nicholson (Mass.), Broom- 
field, Ford, Griffin and Knox (Mich.), Andersen, Quie and 
O’Hara (Minn.), Harrison, Miller and Weaver (Neb.), 
Osmers (N.J.), Keating, Ostertag, Pillion and Dorn(N.Y.), 
Jonas (N.C.), Betts, Brown, Henderson, Minshall and 
Schenck (Ohio), Corbett, Curtin, Fenton, Fulton, Gavin, 
Kearns and Van Zandt (Pa.), Berry (S.D.), Alger (Texas), 
Dixon (Utah), Prouty (Vt.), Poff (Va.), Holmes and Pelly 
(Wash.), Neal (W.Va.), Laird, Tewes and Van Pelt (Wis.), 
and Thomson (Wyo.). 


Several of this year’s high scorers have had equally 
good records in the past. Sen. William Proxmire (D Wis.) 
missed none of the 66 roll calls since he entered the 
Senate late in 1957. 

Among the Republicans in the Senate, Sens. Henry 
Dworshak (R Idaho) and Thomas H, Kuchel (R Calif.) have 
not missed a roll-call vote since the beginning of 1957 and 
Sen. Margaret Chase Smith (R Maine) has votedon every 
one since the beginning of 1956. 





Voting Participation - 2 


Three House Republicans have perfect Voting Parti- 
cipation records from the time they entered Congress. 
They are Rep. John F, Baldwin Jr. (R Calif.), who started 
in 1955 and Reps. F. Jay Nimtz (R Ind.) and Donald E. 
Tewes (R Wis.), who began in 1957. Others with long 
records without missing aroll call are Reps.: Hal Holmes 
(R Wash.), since 1953; Paul F, Schenck (R Ohio), since 
1954; Marguerite Stitt Church (R Ill.) and Richard A, Poff 
(R Va.), since 1955; Henry O, Talle (R Iowa), since 1956; 
and A,L, Miller (R Neb.), Phil Weaver (R Neb.), Clarence 
J. Brown (R Ohio) and Keith Thomson (R Wyo.), since 1957. 

Three House Democrats, too, have perfect Voting 
Participation scores for their current period of service. 
They are Rep. William H. Natcher (D Ky.), who began in 
1954, and Reps. Toby Morris (D Okla.) and Lindley Beck- 
worth (D Texas), since 1957, Others with long records 
without missing a roll-call vote are Reps.: Paul Brown 
(D Ga.), since 1951; Charles E. Bennett (D Fla.), since 
1952; George Huddleston Jr. (D Ala.), Armistead I, Sel- 
den Jr. (D Ala,), Paul G, Rogers (D Fla.), Melvin Price 
(D Ill.), Charles A. Boyle (D Ill.) and Fred Marshall (D 
Minn.), since 1956; and James W, Trimble (D Ark.), Frank 
M, Karsten (D Mo.), George M. Rhodes (D Pa.), Jack B. 
Brooks (D Texas), Omar Burleson (D Texas) and J.T. 
Rutherford (D Texas), all since 1957. 


LOWEST SCORERS 


SENATE 
Republicans Democrats 
Flanders (Vt.) 56% Chavez (N.M.) 37% 
Capehart (Ind.) 67 Hennings (Mo.) 56 
Butler (Md.) 71 O’Mahoney (Wyo.) 62 
Ives (N.Y.) 75 Byrd (Va.) 65 
Bennett (Utah) 78 Murray (Mont.) 68 
HOUSE 
Republicans Democrats 
Radwan (N.Y.) 0% Grant (Ala.) 7% 
Burdick (N.D.) 23 Buckley (N.Y.) 7 
James (Pa.) 30 Dies (Texas) 7 
Williams (N.Y.) 43 Rains (Ala.) 23 
Gwinn (N.Y.) 50 Gordon (Ill.) 23 
Taylor (N.Y.) 50 


Senators Capehart, Hennings, Chavez and Byrd were 
among the five low scorers in each party in 1957 also, 
Capehart was also among the five low scorers in 1956. 
Chavez was among the five low scorers onCQ’s list every 
year since 1952. 

Representatives Taylor and Buckley were among the 
five low scorers in 1957. 


Leadership Scores 


Voting Participation and On the Record scores of 
Congressional leaders in the first four months of 1958: 
Voting On The 

Participation Record 





SENATE 
Majority Leader Johnson 90% 100% 
Majority Whip Mansfield 100 100 
Minority Leader Knowland 94 100 
Minority Whip Dirksen 95 100 
HOUSE 
Majority Leader McCormack 80% 93% 
Majority Whip Albert 97 100 
Minority Leader Martin 93 93 
Minority Whip Arends 93 97 


Combined Senate-House Voting Participation scores: 


GOP DEM. BOTH PARTIES 
1958 90% 86%, 88% 
1957 87 88 88 
1956 89 87 88 
1955 88 89 88 
1954 87 82 84 
1953 89 86 87 


Yearly Scores 





Combined Senate-House On the Record scores: 











GOP DEM BOTH PARTIES 
1958 95%, 95%, 95%, 
1957 92 93 93 
1956 93 92 92 
1955 92 94 93 
1954 91 87 89 
1953 92 90 91 
Definitions 


@ VOTING PARTICIPATION -- Percentage of roll- 
call votes on which Congressman votes ‘‘yea’”’ or 
“‘nay.’’ Failures to vote ‘‘yea’’ or “nay” lower 
scores -- even if the Congressman votes ‘‘present,’’ 
enters a pair, announces his stand in the Cong: ession- 
al Record, or answers the CQ Poll. Only votes of 
‘yea’ or “‘nay’’ directly affect the outcome ofa roll 
call. Voting Participation is the closest approach to 
an attendance record, but it is only an approximation. 
A Congressman may be present and nevertheless de- 
cline to vote ‘‘yea’’ or ‘‘nay’’ -- usually because he 
has entered a pair with an absent Member. 


@® ON THE RECORD -- Percentage of roll-call 
votes on which Congressman makes his position 
known by voting ‘‘yea”’ or ‘‘nay,’’ entering a live pair, 
announcing his stand, or answering the CQ Poll. 
Scores are lowered by votes of ‘‘present’’ and by 
general pairs -- as well as bycomplete silence on the 
issue. Votes of ‘‘present’’ and general pairs are not 
expressions of opinion. Onthe Record does not meas- 
ure the effectiveness of a Congressman indetermin- 
ing the outcome of roll calls, but it does show how 
frequently he tells his constituents and the general 
public where he stands onspecific issues. Even if he 
must be absent, aCongressmancangoOnthe Record. 


Pairs are used to cancel out the effect of ab- 
sences. A Congressman who expects to be absent for 
a roll call pairs off with another Congressman, both 
of them agreeing not to vote. A live pair concerns one 
or several specific issues. ACongressman who would 
vote ‘‘yea’’ pairs with aCongressman who would vote 
‘‘nay.’’ Thus, both announce their stands. A general 
pair is amore arbitrary matching of absent Congress- 
men, not involving announcement of their stands. 


The CQ Poll gives absent Congressmen the op- 
portunity to announce their stands on roll calls. On 
all roll calls, CQ sends out ballots asking Congress- 
men how they would have voted if they had been 
present. 
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Voting Participation - 3 


Voting Participation - On the Record Scores 


Senate Voting Scores -- 1958 and 1957 


1. VOTING PARTICIPATION, 1958. Percentage of 63 roll calls 3. VOTING PARTICIPATION, 1957. Percentage of 107 roll calls 
between Jan. 7 and May 1, on which Senator voted ‘‘yea’” or on which Senator voted ‘‘yea’’ or “‘nay.”’ 
“nay.’’ 

2. ON THE RECORD, 1958. Percentage of 63 roll calls between 4. ON THE RECORD, 1957, Percentage of 107 roll calls on which 
Jan. 7 and May 1, on which Senator made his position known by Senator made his position known by voting ‘‘yea’’ or ‘‘nay,’’ 
voting ‘‘yea’’ or ‘‘nay,’’ entering a live pair, announcing his entering a live pair, announcing his stand or answering the 
stand or answering the CQ Poll. CO Poll, 

HEADNOTES | 


-- Not a Senator during this period. 
* Not eligible for all 107 roll calls in 1957; percentage scores 
are based on number of votes for which Senator was eligible. 








‘2s € & 2.3 & 2 Boa 2 cael / 

ALABAMA IOWA NEBRASKA RHODE ISLAND 

Hill 100 100 98 100 Hickenlooper 89 94 98 98 Curtis 87 100 9% 100 Green 8 100 83 97 

Sparkman 95 98 80 100 Martin 90 94 97 99 Hruska 97 98 8 97 Pastore 89 100 93 99 
ARIZONA KANSAS NEVADA SOUTH CAROLINA 

Hayden 94 100 97 100 Carlson 95 9 W 92 Bible 95 100 93 100 Johnston 97 98 94 100 

Goldwater 84 94 81 91 Schoeppel 81 98 78 93 Malone 87 100 61 88 Thurmond 97 100 99 106 
ARKANSAS KENTUCKY NEW HAMPSHIRE SOUTH DAKOTA 

Fulbright 87 97 68 85 Cooper 92 100 93 95 Bridges 84 94 20 45 Case 98 98 87 93 

McClellan 95 95 8% 9% Morton 98 100 97 100 Cotton 100 100 89 9% Mundt 100 100 94 100 
CALIFORNIA LOUISIANA NEW JERSEY TENNESSEE 

Knowland 94 100 93 100 Ellender 83 97 93 97 Case 97 100 97 100 Gore 94 97 8 W 

Kuchel 100 100 100 100 Long 3s WT 8 FW Smith 86 100 85 100 Kefauver 9 8 & #9 
COLORADO MAINE NEW MEXICO TEXAS 

Carroll 98 100 97 100 Payne 100 100 30 99 Anderson 79 92 79 88 Yarborough 84 100 85* 92* 

Allott 100 100 91 100 . Smith 100 100 100 100 Chavez 37 92 65 93 Johnson 90 100 8&7 97 
CONNECTICUT MAR YLAND NEW YORK UTAH 

Bush 97 98 92 100 Beall 97 100 95 98 Ives 75 & 83 97 Bennett 78 100 94 97 

Purtell 94 100 91 97 Butler 71 98 76 94 Jo 83 95 93*100* Watkins 100 100 94 97 
DELAWARE MASSACHUSETTS RTH CAROLINA VERMONT 

Frear 92 96% 7 Kennedy 75 100 79 99 Ervin 95 100 79 93 Aiken 100 100 91 94 

Williams 97 100 100 100 Saltonstall 95 9 93 99 Jordan eS ge Flanders 56 WW 68 92 
FLORIDA MICHIGAN NORTH DAKOTA VIRGINIA 

Smathers 8% 94 81 95 Potter 100 100 93 98 Young 89 95 75 79 Robertson 83 92 81 
GEORGIA MINNESOTA OHIO WASHINGTON 

Russell 87 95 95 97 Humphrey 87 98 87 99 Lausche 76 87 8 93 Jackson 86 100 98 100 

Talmadge 89 95 92 94 Thye 95 98 97 100 Bricker 83 98 88 93 Magnuson 81 100 89 98 
IDAHO MISSISSIPPI OKLAHOMA WEST VIRGINIA 

Church 92 100 88 98 Eastland 92 100 83 93 Kerr 95 100 93 99 Hoblitzell 95 100 - -= 

Dworshak 100 100 100 100 Stennis 98 100 98 100 Monroney 79 98 82 93 Revercomb 90 92 93 93 
ILLINOIS MISSOURI OREGON WISCONSIN 

Douglas 100 100 93 100 Hennings 56 98 54 % Morse 87 100 8 99 Proxmire 100 100 100* 100* 

Dirksen 95 100 99 100 Symington 87 100 87 100 Neuberger 100 100 99 100 Wiley 81 94 94 95 
INDIANA MONTANA PENNSYLVANIA WYOMING 

Capebart 67 100 67 93 Mansfield 100 100 89 100 Clark 92 98 8 9 O'Mahoney 62 8 84 99 

Jenner 84 92 75 8% Murray 68 100 75 97 Martin 89 75 3% 94 Barrett 97 98 9% 97 




















Democrats in this type; Republicans in Italics 
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Voting Participation - 4 
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Voting Participation - On the Record Scores 


House Voting Scores -- 1958 and 1957 . 





























1. VOTING PARTICIPATION, 1958. Percentage of 30 roll calls 3. VOTING PARTICIPATION, 1957. Percentage of 100 roll calls 
between Jan, 7 and May 1, on which Representative voted on which Representative voted ‘‘yea’’ or ‘‘nay.”’ 
“*yea’’ or **nay.”’ 

2. ON THE RECORD, 1958. Percentage of 30 roll calls between 4. ON THE RECORD, 1957. Percentage of 100 roll calis on 
Jan. 7 and May 1, on which Representative made his position which Representative made his position known by voting ‘‘yea’’ 
known by voting ‘‘yea’’ or ‘‘nay,’’ entering a live pair, or ‘‘nay,’”’ entering a live pair, announcing his stand or 
announcing his stand or answering the CQ Poll. answering the CQ Poll, 

HEADNOTES 
* Not eligible for all roll-calls in period; percentage scores are 
based on number of votes for which Representative was eligible. 
-- Not a Member during the period; also used for Speaker Ray- 
burn, who does not ordinarily vote. 
} 2 ¢ a ' 2 8 @ 123 4 ' £2 2 
ALABAMA Los Angeles Count 4 Flynt 93 100 85 8 4 Adair 90 93 93 94 
3 Andrews 7 FTF FF 23 Doyle 100 8 87 3 Forrester 90 93 97 99 5 Beamer 93 100 3% 59 
1 Boykin 8) 87 69 71| 19Holifield 80 90 85 91| 9 Landrum 93 97 81 84] 7 Bray 100 100 82 8 
7 Elliott 100 102 92 93] 17 King 100 100 98 99] 7 Mitchell 97 100 - - | JI Brownson 87 100 66 78 
2 Grant i ee a 26 Roosevelt 80 90 87 95 2 Pilcher 87 97 8 8 2 Halleck 90 93 82 83 
9 Huddleston 100 100 100 100} 21 Hiestand 100 100 67 8&4 1 Preston 90 97 44 64 6 Harden 67 93 8 91 
8 Jones 100 100 99 99] 25 Hillings 67 100 53D 69 6 Vinson 77 87 69 81] 10 Harvey 100 100 82 87 
5 Rains 23 70 91 94) 22 Holt 80 87 88 97] IDAHO 3 Nimtz 100 100 100 100 
4 Roberts oe@weyT FF 18 Hosmer 93 100 93 98 1 Pfost 100 100 99 99 9 Wilson 87 93 9% % 
6 Selden 100 100 109 100 | 16 Jackson TT WT @ 2 Budge 100 100 98 98] IOWA 
ARIZONA 24 Lipscomb 97 100 98 99] ILLINOIS 6 Coad 97 100 82 85 
2 Udall 93 100 78 8 15 McDonough 77 100 87 89] 25 Gray 90 100 W 92 5% Cunningham 100 109 97 99 
1 Rhodes 90 93 94 95 | 20 Smith 97 100 9 92] 21 Mack 97 97 97 97)| 3 Gross 3 WF MM % 
ARKANSAS COLORADO 24 Price 100 100 100 100 8 Hoeven 93 97 84 92 
1 Gathings 100 100 97 97 4 Aspinall 100 100 8 97] {6 Allen 100 100 93 95 7 Jensen , ee 
4 Horris Gf 83 WR HF 1 Rogers 100 100 98 98) 17 Arends 93 97 92 94 4 LeCompte 9 93 9 FW 
5 Hays 60 97 81 85 3 Chenoweth 100 100 98 98! 19 Chiperfield 83 100 81 83 1 Schwengel 93 93 95 % 
2 Mills 93 97 100 100 2 Hill 93 93 97 97) 14 Vacancy 2 Talle 100 100 100 100 
6 Norrell 100 100 98 98 | CONNECTICUT 15 Mason 90 93 49 62) KANSAS 
3 Trimble 100 100 100 100 3 Cretella 90 93 75 8 | 18 Michel 97 97 94 9% 5 Breeding 8 97 91 91 
CALIFORNIA 1 May 93 100 88 92] 20 Simpson 100 100 9% 98 1 Avery 100 100 97 98 
2 Engle 70 100 92 94 4 Morano 7 8 WT ® 22 Springer 100 100 97 97 3 George 97 100 70 70 
14 Hagen 97 100 9 99 5 Patterson 97 100 92 921 23 Vursell 90 90 88 9 4 Rees 100 100 99 79 
11 McFall 97 100 98 99]! AL Sadlak 97 100 82 88] Chicago-Cook County 2 Scrivner 87 87 8&7 9 
8 Miller 80 100 75 81 2 Seely-Brown100 100 94 9% 7 Libonati 100 100 - - 6 Smith 97 100 88 88 
3 Moss 97 100 98 98) DELAWARE 12 Boyle 100 109 100 100 | KENTUCKY 
29 Saund 90 100 95 95) AL Haskell 90 100 98 99 1 Dawson 70 77 44 66 4 Chelf 100 100 8 88 
5 Shelley 70 100 68 81 | FLORIDA 8 Gordon 23 87 70 82| 1 Gregory 9 0 78 79 
27 Sheppard 60 93 79 84/ 2 Bennett 100 100 100 100} 5 Kluczynski 87 9) 87 91 | 2/Natcher 100 100 100 100 
12 Sisk 100 100 99 100) 4 Fascell 97 100 97 98) 6 O'Brien 97 100 98 98] 7 Perkins 100 100 95 95 
7 Allen 77 93 70 84 7 Haley 100 100 98 98 2 O’Hara 97 100 100 100 5 Spence 73 73 WD W 
6 Baldwin 100 100 109 100 5 Herlong 100 100 95 97 9 Yates 97 100 92 95 6 Watts 93 100 91 92 
10 Gubser 80 97 88 2 8 Matthews 100 100 98 98 3 Byrne 97 97 95 95 3 Robsion 3 93 75 @® 
4 Mailliard 100 100 45 63 6 Rogers 100 100 100 100} 133 Church 100 100 100 100 8 Siler 100 100 63 80 
1 Scudder 90 100 i00 100 3 Sikes 100 100 83 89! 10 Collier 93 100 95 98] LOUISIANA 
13 Teague 100 100 87 89 1 Cramer 93 100 95 97 4 McVey 93 100 } 100 2 Boggs 80 97 94 98 
28 Ute 87 87 92 95] GEORGIA 11 Sheehan 90 100 83 9] 4 Brooks 90 100 % 98 
30 Wilson 9 97 69 75 8 Blitch 90 97 88 89] INDIANA 1 Hebert 87 9 79 91 
9 Younger 100 100 93 9% 10 Brown 100 109 100 100 8 Denton 97 100 98 99 8 Vacancy « 
5 Davis 90 90 9 92) 1 Madden 90 93 «97 98 ®) 4 
Democrats in this type; Republicans in Italics _, 
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Voting Participation - 5 


















8. - Da Bx ih J -2 9-4 §-- «<3 --- a aoe 
6 Morrison 47 57 60 79 | NEBRASKA 5 Scott 97 100 94 97 6 McMillan 87 87 8&7 9 
5 Passman 60 77 91 93 2 Cunningham 73 100 100 100] 12 Shuford 57 68 8 % 2 Riley 83 87 94 97 
7 Thompson 57 97 81 8 3 Harrison 100 100 96 98] 11 Whitener 93 93 87 8&9 1 Rivers 63 63 75 77 
3 Willis 7 02.6 F&F 4 Miller 100 100 109 100| 10 Jonas 100 100 99 99] SOUTH DAKOTA 
MAINE 1 Weaver 100 100 100 100 | NORTH DAKOTA 1 McGovern 93 109 95 97 
6 Coffin 97 100 85 88 | NEVADA AL Burdick 23 37 8 93 2 Berry 00 100 95 97 
1 Hale 97 100 97 98 | AL Baring 63 100 92 96] AL Krueger 87 93 58 77) TENNESSEE 
3 McIntire 9) 100 93 94) NEW HAMPSHIRE OHIO 6 Bass 97 97 100 100 
MARYLAND 2 Bass 97 100 8 8 9 Ashley 80 100 94 % 8 Everett 92* 92* - = 
4 Fallon 77 93 9 95 1 Merrow 80 83 96 97) 2G Feighan 93 93 9 9 9 Davis 60 100 70 88 
7 Friedel 93 100 93 96 | NEW JERSEY 18 Hays 70 100 63 8 4 Evins 73 93 «92 «294 
3 Garmatz 87 100 89 % 11 Addonizio’ 97 100 97 99] 19 Kirwan 8 83 89 92 3 Frazier 97 97 98 100 
5 Lankford 100 100 88 93 14 Dellay 97 77 8 6 Polk 97 100 94 98 5 Loser 100 100 82 8 
2 Devereux 97 100 99 100 10 Rodino 100 100 96 99] 21 Vanik 97 97 9% % 7 Murray 73 93 «=(86* W* 
6 Hyde 97 100 95 95 13 Sieminski 43 57 69 74] 14 Ayres 90 100 89 8&9 2 Baker 97 100 78 8% 
1 Miller 909 0 88 9 4 Thompson 87 100 9% 92] 13 Baumbart 87 100 82 8&9 1 Reece 90 9 68 87 
MASSACHUSETTS 3 Auchincloss 77 77 100 100 8 Betts 00 100 98 98) TEXAS 
2 Boland 80 Ss W 8 Canfield 97 97 98 981! 22 Bolton 77 9 85 94 3 Beckworth 100 100 100 100 
4 Donohue 8 83 82 8% 6 Dwyer 3 100 100 100} 16 Bow 63 87 93 % 2 Brooks 100 100 109 100 
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Committee Roundup 








OMNIBUS FARM BILL 


COMMITTEE -- House Agriculture. 

ACTION -- June 10 began marking up a 62-page 
omnibus farm bill (HR 12860) incorporating separate 
commodity programs approved byits subcommittees. The 
bill also included a three-year extension of the school 
milk and veterans’ and armed services’ milk programs 
and a one-year extension of the Agricultural Trade De- 
velopment and Assistance Act of 1954(PL 480, 83rd Con- 
gress). (Weekly Report p. 369) 

The Committee June 11, by a 20-13 vote, approved a 
provision directing the Secretary of Agriculture to rein- 
state PL 480 barter operations, ‘‘to the maximum extent 
practicable,’’ up to $500 million annually. 

Agriculture Secretary Ezra Taft Benson June 5 
called inclusion of PL 480 an attempt ‘‘to sweeten’’ the 
omnibus bill, ‘‘I think there is adetermined effort to get 
through legislation that is known to be objectionable to 
the Administration,’’ he said, 

The three-year commodity programs included inHR 
12860, subject to full Committee approval: 

RICE -- The bill would suspend the price support 
‘fescalator clause’’ for three years; acreage allotments 
would be maintained at not less than the 1958 level. The 
provision was approved June 12, 

COTTON -- Producers would be given a choice be- 
tween two programs: under one plan acreage allotments 
caiculated under existing formulas, would drop to about 
14 million acres and price supports ultimately would drop 
to 75 percent of parity; under the second plan acreage 
allotments would be increased by up to 33-1/3 percent 
and price support levels could fall to 60 percent of parity. 

WOOL -- The National Wool Act of 1954 would be 
extended until March 31, 1962. (1954 Almanac p. 100) 

WHEAT -- Subject to a producers’ referendum, the 
bill would establish adomestic parity plan for wheat under 
which all wheat would be sold at world market prices, but 
farmers would be guaranteed a 100 percent of parity re- 
turn for wheat used for domestic human food. 

DAIRY PRODUCTS -- Dairy farmers, voting in ref- 
erendum, would be given a choice between the existing 
support program and a modified ‘‘self-help’’ program ad- 
ministered by a 15-member Federal Dairy Board ap- 
pointed by the President from nominees selected by dairy 
farmers, The board would be authorized to level assess- 
ments on all milk and butterfat marketed by farmers to 
pay the cost of the program and alsoto establish market- 
ing quotas. The producers’ assessments would go into a 
fund from which compensatory payments would be made 
to cooperating farmers. 

FEED GRAINS -- Producers of corn and grain sor- 
ghums, voting in referendum, first would choose between 
a price support program and no Government controls or 
supports at all. If amajority of those voting favored some 
program, they would then have an additional choice be- 
tween a program offering higher supports and tight plant- 
ing controls with strong penalties for violation or a pro- 
gram with no controls that would base each year’s sup- 
port on 90 percent of the average market price for the 
preceding three years. 


FEDERAL HOUSING PROGRAM 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Banking and Currency, 

ACTION -- June 11 approved a draft bill to expand 
the Federal housing program, after rejecting 7-8 a mo- 
tion of Sen. Homer E, Capehart (R Ind.) to approve the Ad- 
ministration’s request for a one-year extension of existing 
programs, (Weekly Report p. 692) 

The draft bill would: Authorize an additional 35,000 
public housing units and extend the availability of a pre- 
vious backlog of 70,000 units, bringing to 105,000 the total 
units that can be built through June 30, 1962; provide an 
additional $105 million for the Veterans Administration 
Direct Home Loan Program; permit local authorities to 
set rent and income limits for their low-rent projects; 
increase by $400 million funds for college housing loans 
and authorize a $250 million revolving loan fund for con- 
struction of college classrooms and other facilities; 
authorize a $2.1 billion, six-year slum clearance and 
urban renewal program; establish a new housing program 
for elderly persons under the National Housing Act; ex- 
tend the military housing program for one year; and 
liberalize FHA insurance programs to cover 90 percent 
of the cost of housing. 


CIVIL DEFENSE-ODM MERGER 


COMMITTEE -- House Government Operations. 

ACTION -- June 12 approved a report ofits Military 
Operations Subcommittee endorsing President Eisenhow- 
er’s plan to merge the Office of Defense Mobilization and 
Federal Civil Defense Administration. The reorganization 
will take place automatically July 1 unless disapproved by 
either the House or Senate. (Weekly Report p. 546) 

The Subcommittee’s Democratic majority said it 
would not fight the reorganization because ‘‘civil defense 
is in so low a state that nothing could make it worse and 
something could make it better.’’ The Republican minor- 
ity called the proposal ‘‘a modest step’’ in the right 


direction. 
MINING INDUSTRY 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Interior and Insular Affairs, 
Minerals, Materials and Fuels Subcommittee. 

HELD HEARINGS -- On bills to provide incentive 
payments for certain minerals (S 3816) and toestablish a 
five-year price stabilization plan for lead, zinc, copper, 
fluorspar and tungsten (S 3892), (Weekly Report p. 690) 

TESTIMONY -- June 10, 11 --S.K. Droubray, United 
Park City Mines Co., and Miles P, Romney, Utah Mining 
Assn., said they favored tariff protection instead of subsi- 
dies for the domestic lead-zinc industry. 

RELATED DEVELOPMENT -- June 10 -- Fred A. 
Seaton, Secretary of the Interior, announced anew Admin- 
istration plan to aid the copper industry. The Government 
would buy 150,000 tons of copper annually at not more than 
27% cents per pound. This proposal would replace the 
copper-support provisions of an earlier price stabiliza- 
tion plan advanced by the Administration for five minerals. 
The original stabilization plan for the other four minerals 
-- lead, zinc, acid-grade fluorspar and tungsten -- would 
continue. (For original plan, Weekly Report p. 535) 
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SPACE AGENCY 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Special Space and Astronau- 
tics. 

ACTION -- June 11 reported an amended bill (S 3609 
-- S Rept 1701) to establish a new, independent agency, the 
National Aeronautics and Space Agency, to be headed by a 
civilian director. NASA would conduct United States aero- 
nautical and space activities other than those associated 
with ‘‘weapons systems or military operations.’’ The 
House June 2 passed a similar bill (HR 12575). (Weekly 
Report p. 725) 

Both the House and Senate bills made the President 
the ultimate judge of jurisdictional conflicts between the 
proposed space agency and other Government agencies, 
Both bills also set up advisory boards to advise the Presi- 
dent. However, the board set up by the Senate bill -- a 
seven-member National Aeronautics and Space Policy 
Board -- would become a part of the executive office of 
the President, while the board set up by the House would 
not. The board established by the Senate bill would be 
composed of the Secretaries of State and Defense, the di- 
rector of NASA, the chairman ofthe Atomic Energy Com- 
mission and three other members to be appointed by the 
President -- one military and two civilian, In addition 
to resolving jurisdictional conflicts, it would determine 
the structure and content of the space agency program. 
Its rulings would be binding onthe space agency but could 
be appealed to the President by the Defense Department. 

Another provision of S 3609 would establish an 18- 
member Joint Congressional Committee on Aeronautics 
and Space -- nine members fromeachchamber. A simi- 
lar proposal had been rejected by the House. 


CORPORATE, EXCISE TAXES 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Finance. 

ACTION -- June 12 approved, without amendment, a 
House-passed bill (HR 12695) to extend for another year, 
to June 30, 1959, current corporation and Federal excise 
tax rates. The bill would continue the 52 percent tax rate 
on corporations and mutual insurance companies and the 
current Federal excise tax rates. (Weekly Report p. 727) 

The Committee rejected an amendment offered by 
Sen. Paul H. Douglas (D Ill.) as asubstitute to HR 12695. 
The Douglas proposal would have reduced from 20 percent 
to 15 percent, for one year, the tax rate on the first $1,000 
of taxable personal income and also would have reduced 
the tax on the first $25,000 of corporate income from 30 
percent to 22 percent. Douglas said he would bring up his 
tax cut program, including excise tax reductions, when the 
bill came before the Senate. 

The Committee June 10 rejected 2-9 a Douglas pro- 
posal for full-scale hearings on tax cuts. 


DEFENSE PRODUCTION ACT 


COMMITTEE -- House Banking and Currency. 

ACTION -- June 11 ordered reported a bill (HR 10969) 
to extend the Defense Production Act of 1950, as amended, 
for two years -- to June 30, 1960, Under current legisla- 
tion, the act would expire June 30, 1958, unless extended. 
(For background, see 1956 Almanac p. 519) 

The President in his January budget message had 
asked extension of the act. (Weekly Report p. 55) 

RELATED DEVELOPMENT -- June 12 -- The Senate 
Banking and Currency Production and Stabilization Sub- 
committee approved a bill (S 3323) identical with HR 10969, 
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Committee Roundup - 2 


AGENCY PROBE 


COMMITTEE -- House Interstate and ForeignCom- 
merce, Special Legislative Oversight Subcommittee. 

CONTINUED HEARINGS -- On whether Government 
regulatory agencies have followed the intent of Congress. 
(Weekly Report p. 706) 

TESTIMONY -- June 5 -- Opening atwo-day hearing 
at Boston, Acting Chairman John Bell Williams (D Miss.) 
said the Subcommittee had authenticated information indi- 
cating that the Federal Trade Commission and Securities 
and Exchange Commission had been subject to pressure 
from high Government officials ‘‘in respect of’’ several 
companies controlled by Bernard Goldfine, Boston indus- 
trialist, Williams said the Subcommittee had evidence that 
Presidential Assistant Sherman Adams and ‘‘one or two 
United States Senators and perhaps House Members’”’ had 
occupied hotel rooms in Boston paid for by Goldfine. 
Roger Robb of Washington, counsel for Goldfine and for 
Miss Mildred Paperman, an employee of several Goldfine 
firms, said Adams and the unidentified Senators had been 
“‘dear friends of Mr. Goldfine’s for more than 20 years.’’ 
He said they had occupied Goldfine’s hotel rooms in Bos- 
ton, ‘‘but I defy this committee to show that they used in- 
fluence in any FCC, FTC or SEC case.,”’ 

Williams also said the Subcommittee had information 
that personnel of the Boston Herald-Traveler Corp. had 
brought outside influence to bear on the Federal Communi- 
cations Commission to induce it to award television Chan- 
nel 5 to a Herald-Traveler subsidiary, WHDH. 

June 6 -- Subcommittee Counsel Robert W. Lishman 
said the Subcommittee had ‘ ‘authentic evidence’’ that three 
treasurer’s checks totaling $133,000 were drawn on a 
Goldfine mill to the late Massachusetts Gov. Paul A, Dever 
(D). He said the checks were cashed by Dever early in 
1953, after he left the governor’s office and when he was a 
practicing lawyer. Lishman said a fourth check for 
$150,000 was drawn on a Goldfine millin November 1952, 
payable to Edward Dever, a brother, wher Paul Dever still 
was serving as governor, 

Publisher Robert B. Choate of the Herald-Traveler 
denied that he or anyone connected with the papers or 
WHDH ever had sought to influence any Federal officials 
in the award of Channel 5 to WHDH, 

June 9 -- At a Washington hearing, Harry Tenenbaum 
of St. Louis, president of Signal Hill Telecasting Corp., 
said he called and wrote to all members of the FCC in a 
successful effort to obtain a license to operate Channel 2 
in St. Louis after the channel was shifted from Springfield, 
Ill, He contended it was legal for him to do so because the 
shift involved ‘‘rules-making,’’ not adjudication. 

June 10 -- Subcommittee investigators introduced 
records to show that Goldfine had paid nearly $2,000 in 
Boston hotel bills for Adams since 1954. The hotel bills 
were detailed after Miss Paperman branded as illegal a 
Subcommittee subpena for her employer’s records. 

June 11 -- Subcommittee investigator Stephen J. Ang- 
land said office records of former FCC Commissioner 
Richard A, Mack indicated Sen. Stuart Symington (D Mo.) 
had called and wired Mack in connection with Tenenbaum’s 
efforts to obtain Channel 2 in St. Louis. Symington later 
said he had acted ‘‘in behalf of my constituents,”’ 

RELATED DEVELOPMENT -- June 12 -- Adams 
acknowledged Goldfine paid hotel bills for him but said 
Goldfine never received favored treatment from Federal 
agencies in return, ‘‘I categorically deny such insinua- 
tions,”” he said ‘‘They are unwarranted and unfair.’’ 












Committee Roundup - 3 


LABOR INVESTIGATION 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Select Committee on Im- 
proper Activities in the Labor or Management Field. 

HELD HEARINGS -- On labor racketeering. (Weekly 
Report p. 708) 

TESTIMONY -- June 5 -- A Committee investigator 
said the United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of 
America (AFL-CIO) paid $310,000 of its members’ money 
to finance a book flattering to its father-son presidents, 
the Hutchesons. Maurice A, Hutcheson, the current presi- 
dent, succeeded his father, the late Maurice L, Hutcheson. 
The investigator said the $310,000 was only part of $519,- 
887 the carpenter group and related organizations paid to 
Max Raddock, author of the book, and to Raddock’s firms. 

June 6 -- Harold R. Danforth, a New York City pri- 
vate detective, said Raddock hired himtoturn up deroga- 
tory information on AFL-CIO President George Meany 
and other high labor officials. He saidhe gave up the as- 
signment because he could not find out who Raddock was 
working for or ‘‘what he was up to.”’ 

Chairman John L, McClellan (D Ark.) said Raddock 
and union officials split profits on the book venture. 

The hearings recessed until June 23. 


ATOMIC REACTOR PROGRAM 


COMMITTEE -- Joint Atomic Energy, Legislation 
Subcommittee. 

CONTINUED HEARINGS -- Onfisca! 1959 authoriza- 
tions for the Atomic Energy Commission (S 3788, HR 
12459), (Weekly Report p. 707) 

TESTIMONY -- June 9 -- Following a closed hearing, 
Chairman Chet Holifield (D Calif.) said technical testi- 
mony by AEC members and officials of theGeneral Elec- 
tric Co. proved the need for an immediate start on at 
least one additional plutonium producing plant. General 
Electric operates under Government contract, at Rich- 
land, Wash., the only United States plant for producing 
plutonium. Holifield said any additional plants probably 
also would be at Richland because of the accessibility of 
ore separating facilities. 

June 10 ---Commissioner Harold S, Vance of the AEC 
said no private industry had yet come forward to take 
over from the Government the job of building a large- 
scale gas-cooled power reactor similar toGreat Britain’s 
Calder Hall plant. Vance said if Congress approved AEC’s 
request for a $51 million authorization for the project, the 
commission would hold the reactor project open for pri- 
vate industry participation not longer than two or three 
months. Then, if private financing did not materialize, 
the Government would construct the plant, he said. 

The Subcommittee also was told that Pennsylvania 
Power and Light Co. and Westinghouse Electric Corp. al- 
ready had spent about $5.5 million in research for a nu- 
clear power project for which the AEC was requesting a 
$7 million authorization for Government participation. 


ATOMIC SECRECY 


COMMITTEE -- Joint Atomic Energy. 

ACTION -- June 5 reported identical bills (S 3912 -- 
S Rept 1654, HR 12716 -- H Rept 1849) to permit freer ex- 
change of atomic information and materials between the 
United States and its allies. (Weekly Report p. 707) 

The Senate Democratic Policy Committee June 10 
cleared S 3912 for floor action the week of June 16. 


LABOR LEGISLATION 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Labor and Public Welfare, 

ACTION -- June 10 reported the Labor-Management 
Reporting and Disclosure Act of 1958 (S 3974 -- S Rept 
1684) after approving the text June 6 by a 12-1 vote, 
with Barry Goldwater (R Ariz.) thedissenter. The action 
fulfilled Democratic promises to report a general labor 
bill by June 10, (Weekly Report p. 558) 

Before voting to report the bill, which had been 
drafted by its Labor Subcommittee, the Committee amend- 
ed it to: ban unloading fees, employer intervention in 
union elections and union officers’ use of dues to promote 
their own election; bar anyone convicted of violating the 
bill’s financial reporting sections from holding union of- 
fice for five years and penalize unions that permit such 
persons to hold office; require 15 days’ notice to mem- 
bership of union elections. (For other major provisions, 
Weekly Report p. 708) 

The Committee rejected, by three 5-8 votes, a sub- 
stitute bill offered by Goldwater; an amendment to require 
strike ballots; and an amendment to penalize unions for 
certain acts of their officers. Bytwo 4-9 votes the Com- 
mittee rejected proposals to apply antitrust laws to unions 
and to permit state regulation of strikes involving public 
utilities. By voice vote: the Committee rejected a propo- 
sal to ban organizational picketing not supported by a pe- 
tition for recognition signed by two-thirds of the em- 
ployees. 

Four Republican Committee members -- Goldwater, 
William A, Purtell (Conn.), Gordon Allott (Colo.) and H. 
Alexander Smith (N.J.) -- June 10 filed a supplementary 
report promising amendment from the floor. A fifth 
member, Pat McNamara (D Mich.), filed a statement 
opposing, as excessive regulation, provisions to compel 
secret ballots in union elections. 

RELATED DEVELOPMENTS -- June 6 -- Chairman 
John L, McClellan of the Senate Select Committee on Im- 
proper Activities in the Labor or Management Field.- said 
he would support the Committee bill. He said that at his 
suggestion, ‘“‘certain important amendments have been 
added.... I can now support the bill.’’ McClellan said the 
bill was limited in scope but that a broader bill might 
“result in the enactment of nothing’’ during the current 
session. 

June 9 -- Secretary of Labor James P. Mitchell, in 
Switzerland, issued a statement through his Washington, 
D.C., office saying the bill was ‘‘full of imperfections, 
omissions or loopholes’’ and would be almost impossible 
to administer. He urged enactment of the Eisenhower pro- 
gram (S 3097-9), 

June 10 -- Republican leaders, after a White House 
meeting with the President, said some ‘‘necessary and de- 
sirable’’ amendments would be offered from the floor and 
the Labor Department issued a detailed analysis of 
*“‘defects’”’ in the Committee bill. 

Sens. John F, Kennedy (D Mass.) and Irving M, Ives 
(R N.Y.), sponsors of S 3974, at apress conference made 
a point by point rebuttal of Mitchell’s criticisms. Kennedy 
said Mitchell’s remarks were ‘‘completely inaccurate and 
irresponsible’’ and Ives said they were ‘‘utterly uncalled 
for.’’ Ives said, ‘It looks to me as though somebody is 
trying to make a Republican thing out of this, when we 
were trying to make it bipartisan.”’ 

Senate debate on S 3974 began June 12, 


(For Committee Briefs, see page 756) 
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Political Notes 








ALABAMA RUNOFF RESULTS 


(For background, Weekly Report p, 512, 617) 

State Attorney General John Patterson, 36, of Phenix 
City June 3 won the Alabama Democratic gubernatorial 
runoff, tantamount to election; and States Rights forces 
recaptured control of the Democratic Executive Com- 
mittee, 

@ Governor -- Pattersondefeated Circuit Judge George 
C. Wallace, 312,347 to 247,959, in returns from all 
but six of the state’s 3,208 ballot boxes. His vote was 
the biggest ever received by a candidate for Governor 
and he will be the youngest man ever elected to that 
office. 

The future Governor entered politics in 1954, when 
his father was slain while investigating vice in Phenix 
City. Young Patterson replaced his father as candidate 
for attorney general and won without opposition, 

In his first contested race, he surprised political 
observers by leading the 14-man field in the May 6 guber- 
natorial primary. But he failed to gain a majority of all 
votes and faced Wallace in the runoff. 

Patterson used unusual tactics during the runoff cam- 
paign, making only three speeches and devoting the rest 
of his time to handshaking tours ofthe state. He continued 
to stress his primary pledges to fight ‘‘gangsterism,’’ 
retain segregation and raise the old age pension from $39 
to $75. Hewas also outspoken in his criticism of outgoing 
Gov. James E, Folsom (D), barred by law from seeking 
reelection. 

Disclosure by Alabama newspapers during the runoff 
campaign that Patterson had referred to the Grand Dragon 
of the Alabama Ku Klux Klan as a ‘‘mutual friend’’ in 
letters soliciting support apparently did not cost him many 
votes. 

Patterson faces the nominal opposition of Republican 
W.L. Longshore Jr., 33-year-old Birmingham attorney, 
in the November general election. Longshore was selected 
as the GOP candidate for Governor May 30. 

@ Executive Committee -- States Rights forces came 
out of the runoff with a 39-33 majority in the Democratic 
Executive Committee, giving them control of that body for 
the first time since 1950. 

They are pledged to repeal a party loyalty oath that 
requires a candidate to pledge his support tothe national 
Democratic ticket before he is permitted to run in the 
primary. The oath also disqualifies those who voted Re- 
publican in the last election. 

There were reports that the new committee majority, 
which will write the rules for the 1960 Democratic pri- 
mary, will make it possible for the electors chosen in 
that primary to exercise their discretion on which Presi- 
dential candidate to support, rather than pledging themto 
obey the outcome of the popular vote. In Washington, 
there were reports that other Southern states might 
adopt the same strategy, aimed at throwing the 1960 elec- 
tion into the House of Representatives. 

But States Rights leaders in Alabama disclaimed 
such intentions, They said their only immediate purpose 
was to qualify Eisenhower Democrats to become candi- 
dates again. 





Senator 


Governor 


MONTANA PRIMARY RESULTS 


(For background, see Weekly Report p. 677) 

Sen. Mike Mansfield (D) won an overwhelming renom- 
ination victory in the June 3 Montana primary, but the 
choice of his opponent awaits an official canvass of the 
vote. 

Mansfield rolled up 96,688 votes, compared with 
4,832 for the closest of his two competitors, in returns 
from all but six of the state’s 1,101 precincts. 

In the Republican Senatorial primary, unofficial re- 
turns from all but one precinct gave Lou W, Welch a 79- 
vote lead over Mrs. Blanche Anderson, 19,723 to 19,644, 
Welch, 31, is a copper smelter worker who ran fourth in 
the lst District Republican House primary in 1956, his 
only previous bid for public office. Mrs. Anderson is a 
62-year-old widow and former county school superintend- 
ent. The official outcome will be decided by a canvass of 
the votes. 

In the only House contest, Rep. Lee Metcalf (D) had 
an easier than expected time defeating Walkerville Mayor 
Jimmy R, Shea, Returns from 348 of 392 Ist District 
precincts gave Metcalf a 30,188 to 16,183 lead, 


The winners in the primary: 


Democrats 
*Mike Mansfield 


Republicans 
Lou W, Welcht 


Districts 


1 *Lee Metcalf Jean Walterskirchen 
2 *LeRoy H. Anderson Ashton Jones 


* Incumbent tOn basis of unofficial returns 


(For past vote percentages, 1957 Almanac p. 181) 


SOUTH DAKOTA PRIMARY RESULTS 


(For background, see Weekly Report p. 677) 

State Attorney General Phil Saunders, 38, of Milbank 
won an easy victory over two rivals for the Republican 
gubernatorial nomination in the chief contest in the June 
3 South Dakota primary. 

Saunders carried 63 of the 67 counties and won 62 
percent of the total vote in defeating Lt.Gov. L.R. Houck 
and State Rep. Charles Lacey. He faces Ralph Herseth, 
unopposed on the Democratic ticket, in November. 

There was no decision in the only other contest, for 
the 2nd District Democratic nomination. None of the six 
candidates received the required 35 percent of the total 
vote, The July 21 Democratic convention will choose 
between the two front runners, Herb Thomas of Fort 
Pierre and J.T. McCullen of Rapid City. 


The candidates for November: 


Democrats 
Ralph Herseth 


Republicans 
Phil Seacdere 


Joe Foss 
*E.Y. Berry 


Districts 


1 “*George S. McGovern 
2 Undecided 
* Incumbent 


(For past vote percentages, 1957 Almanac p. 183) 
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Political Notes - 2 


MAINE PRIMARY 


Contests of unusual interest, many of them with party- 
splitting potential, mark the June 16 Maine primary. 
@ Democratic Senator and Governor -- Gov. Edmund S, 
Muskie, 44, completing his second term as Maine’s first 
Democratic chief executive in 20 years, is unopposed as 
party nominee for the Senate. 

A hard fight has developed for the nomination as 
Muskie’s successor. The rivals are Clinton A, Clauson, 
chiropractor, former mayor of Waterville, longtime Col- 
lector of Internal Revenue and veteran politician, and 
Maynard A, Dolloff, Master of the state Grange. 

Dolloff has the backing of the ‘‘ Young Turk’’ Demo- 
crats who sparked the revival of party that led to Muskie’s 
election. He has been endorsed by Rep. Frank M. Coffin 
(D), the former state chairman, and bythe present chair- 
man, Dr. John C. Donovan. Muskie has made no public 
statement but is also believed to favor Dolloff. 

Clauson, on the other hand, has the backing of the 
*‘Old Guard’? Democrats, largely French Canadian in 
background, who resent the efforts of the Young Turks to 
‘dictate party candidates.’’ Despite the endorsements of 
Dolioff, Clauson is believed to have a slight edge on his 
less-experienced rival. 

@ Republican Governor -- Horace A, Hildreth, 55, who 
was governor of Maine from 1945 to 1949, president of 
Bucknell University from 1949 to 1953 and ambassador 
to Pakistan from 1953 to 1957, has returned to Maine 
politics to seek reelection as governor. 

He is opposed in the primary by Philip F. Chapman 
Jr., a young Portland lawyer and former state senator who 
ran unsuccessfully for the GOP gubernatorial nomination 
in 1956, Hildreth is favored. 

@ Republican Senator -- Sen. Frederick G, Payne (R), 
57, completing his first terminthe Senate, has recovered 
from the heart attack that first caused himto decline re- 
nomination and is seeking a second term. His opponent 
in the primary is Herman D., Sahagian, a wine bottler. 

The two men were key figures in a scandal that rocked 
Maine politics in 1952, when Payne wasGovernor,. Saha- 
gian then testified he had paid $12,000 to a Frederick W. 
Papalos who, Sahagian said, claimed he would influence 
Payne to keep Sahagian’s wine on the shelves of state 
liquor stores, Paynedenied any part inthe deal, and while 
Papalos was convicted, Payne was cleared bya grand jury. 

Sahagian has not referred directly tothe 1952 events, 
but he is reportedly determined to see Payne defeated, 
and may run as an independent in the general election if, 
as expected, he loses the Republican primary. 

@ House -- Most interest’ centers in the lst District, 
where Rep. Robert Hale (R) and James C, Oliver (D), 
whose 1956 election contest has still not been settled, face 
three primary opponents. Hale has strong opposition from 
State Rep. George E. Curtis Jr. of Portland and from 
Mayor Peter A, Garland of Saco, who are using Hale’s 
narrow, disputed 1956 election victory as evidence that he 
cannot win again in 1958. (Weekly Report p. 709) 

Oliver is a former Republican Congressman (1937- 
43) who was beaten by Hale in the GOP primary in 1942, 
and has run against him as a Democrat several times 
since, He is opposed in the primary by Adam Walsh, 
minority leader of the state house of representatives and 
Bowdoin College football coach. Walsh has the backing of 
the Young Turks, but has an uphill fight against Oliver, 
who has been inactivated by an operation during much of 
the campaign. 











Governor 


The list of candidates follows: 

nor Democrats 
Clinton A, Clauson 
Maynard A, Dolloff 


Republicans 
Philip F. Chapman Jr, 


Horace A. Hildreth 


Senator 
Edmund S,. Muskie *Frederick G. Payne 
a Herman D. Sahagian 
1 James C, Oliver *Robert Hale 


Adam Walsh George E, Curtis Jr, 
Peter A, Garland 
Neil Bishop 

Elwin A, Sharpe 


*Clifford G. McIntire 


2 *Frank M, Coffin 
3 Gerald J, Grady 


* Incumbent 


(For past election percentages, 1957 Almanac p, 181) 


IOWA PRIMARY RESULTS 


(For background, see Weekly Report p. 678) 
The results of the June 2 Iowa primary: 


® Governor -- Dr. William G. Murray, 54, of Ames, 


economics professor at Iowa State College, defeated Lt, 
Gov. W.H. Nicholas (R) for the Republican gubernatorial 
nomination. Murray led Nicholas, 104,337 to 79,003, in 
returns from 2,304 of 2,486 precincts. Gov. Herschel C, 
Loveless (D), unopposed for renomination on the Demo- 
cratic ticket, drew 84,025 votes. 

@ House -- 3rd District -- Rep. H.R. Gross (R), the 
only incumbent with opposition, defeated Mrs. Enid Robin- 
son, former Republican state vice chairman, 15,532 to 
13,848, according to complete, unofficial returns. Charles 
City Mayor Michael Micich, who ran against Gross in 
1956, won renomination on the Democratic ticket. 

4th District -- Rep. Karl M, LeCompte (R) did not 
seek reelection. John H. Kyl, 39, Bloomfield clothier, 
farmer and TV news commentator, won the Republican 
nomination from two rivals. Steven V. Carter, 42, Leon 
Democrat, won the right to make his fourth try for the seat. 

Sth District -- Rep. Paul Cunningham (R) was unop- 
posed for renomination. None of the five Democratic 
candidates won the required 35 percent of the total vote, 
so the nomination will be decided by the District Demo- 
cratic convention. High man in the Democratic primary 
was Neal E, Smith, 38, of Altoona, an attorney and past 
president of the national Young Democrats. The conven- 
tion may select any of the five candidates. 

6th District -- Robert E. Waggoner, 39, of Fort 
Dodge, former administrative assistant toSen. Thomas E, 
Martin (R Iowa), won the Republican nomination to oppose 
Rep. Merwin Coad (D). 

7th District -- Ellsworth O. Hays and Duane Orton 
were awaiting the official canvass to determine who won the 
Democratic nomination to oppose Rep. Ben F, Jensen (R). 

The list of winners: 
Governor Democrats Republicans 

*Herschel C. Loveless William G. Murray 

Districts 
Thomas J. Dailey 
Leonard G. Wolf 
Michael Micich 
Steven V, Carter 





*Fred Schwengel 

*Henry O. Talle 
"H.R. Gross 
John Kyl 


CONAauU bh WH 


Undecided *Paul Cunningham 
*Merwin Coad Robert E. Waggoner 
Undecided *Ben F, Jensen 
Donald E, O’Brien *Charles B, Hoeven 
* Incumbent 


(For past vote percentages, 1957 Almanac p. 181) 
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Political Notes - 3 


CALIFORNIA PRIMARY RESULTS CHEER DEMOCRATS 


(For background, see Weekly Report p, 679) 

Results of the June 3 California primary boosted 
Democratic hopes for significant gains in the Novem- 
ber Congressional and gubernatorial elections. Under 
the state’s unique cross-filing system, which makes 
the primary a popularity test preview of November 
trends, Democratic candidates for Senator and Governor 
ran well ahead of their Republican rivals and chances 
of Democratic gains in the House delegation seemed 


@ Governor -- Sen. William F. Knowland (R) was 
matched against Attorney General Edmund G, (Pat) 
Brown (D). Returns from 26,148 precincts in the 
Democratic primary and 26,134inthe Republican primary 
(out of 26,363 in the state) gave these results: 





Democratic Republican Total 
Brown (D) 1,792,621 388,172 2,180,793 
Knowland (R) 322,886 1,251,944 1,574,830 


Brown received 58.1 percent of the total vote; Know- 





bright. 


land, 41.9 percent. 





CALIFORNIA PRIMARY WINNERS 


The list of nominees follows. Note: A t indicates the candidate did not cross-file. An * indicates the incum- 
bent. Below the name of each nominee for the House is the total vote he received in the primary. If there was 
more than one candidate of either party, the second line of figures gives the combined vote for all the party’s can- 
didates in both primaries. The figures are, in most cases, complete unofficial counts, excluding absentee ballots, 


Democrats 

Governor 

Edmund G, Brown 
Senator 

Clair Engle 
Districts 

1 Clement W. Miller 
55,394 
D - 69,329 


2 Harold T. Johnson 
58,497 

3 *John E. Moss Jr. 

4 George D. Collins Jr.t 
55,546 

5 *John F, Shelley 

6 Howard H, Jewelt 
60,933 

7 Jeffery Cohelan 
47,040 

8 *George P. Miller 

9 Eima D, Oddstad 
46,228 

10 Russell B. Bryan 
44,936 
D - 59,209 

11 *John J, McFall 
72,078 

12 *B.F, Sisk 
78,554 

13 William Kirk Stewart 
52,896 


14 *Harlan Hagen 

15 Emery S, Petty 
34,608 
D - 48,520 (Other Demo- 
cratic candidate did not 
cross-file) 

16 Melvin Lennard 
35,645 

17 *Cecil R. King 
122,220 





Republicans 
William F, Knowland 


Goodwin J. Knight 


Frederick G, Dupuis 
26,094 
R - 49,904 (One of 3 
GOP candidates did 
not cross-file) 
Curtis W, Tarr 
38,764 
Moss 

*William S, Mailliard 
73,279 
Shelley 

*John F, Baldwin Jr. 
75,905 

*John J. Allen Jr. 
48,655 
Miller 

*J, Arthur Younger 
67,024 

*Charles S, Gubser 
88,629 
R - 88,629 
Frederick S, Van Dyke 
25,567 
Daniel K, Halpin 
22,010 

*Charles M, Teague 
44,696 (all write-in 
votes) 
Hagen 

*Gordon L. McDonough 
57,867 
R - 57,867 


*Donald L, Jackson 
49,331 
Leonard Di Miceli 
36,461 





Democrats 


Districts (cont.) 


18 Harry S. Mayt 
23,337 
D - 42,110 (Neither - 
Democrat cross-filed) 

19 *Chet Holifieldt 
76,649 

20 Raymond Robert Farrell 
24,893 

21 Rudd Brownt+ 
39,705 
D - 71,273 (Neither 
Democrat cross-filed) 

22 Irving Glasbandt 
26,042 

23 *Clyde Doyle 

24 William H. Ware Jr.t 
18,333 
D - 33,718 (Neither 
Democrat cross-filed) 

25 George A, Kasem 
52,394 
D - 84,449 (One of 3 
Democrats did not 
cross-file) 

26 *James Roosevelt 
66,549 

27 *Harry R. Sheppard 
15,041 
(Returns from GOP pri- 
mary only; Democratic 
count for Sheppard un- 
available) 

28 T.R, (Ted) Boyett 
63,902 

29 *D.S. (Judge) Saund 
43,586 
D - 43,586 

30 Lionel Van Deerlin 
64,956 


(For past vote percentages, 1957 Almanac p, 180) 


Republicans 


*Craig Hosmer 
59,646 
R - 59,646 


Harry Vincent Leppek 
20,333 

*H, Allen Smith 
50,547 

*Edgar W. Hiestand 
87,368 
R - 87,368 


*Joe Holt 

34,276 

Doyle 
*Glenard P, Lipscomb 
48,057 

R - 48,057 


Prescott O, Lieberg 
57,526 
R - 89,985 


Crispus (Cris) Wright 
25,618 

Robert M. Castle t 
20,920 


*James B, Utt 
96,531 
John Babbage 
28,864 
R - 33,031 
*Bob Wilson 
74,222 
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@ Senator -- Rep. Clair Engle (D) was matched against 
Gov. Goodwin J. Knight (R) and San Francisco Mayor 
George Christopher (R). Returns from 26,148 precincts 
in the Democratic primary and 26,153 in the Republican 
primary gave these results: 


Democratic Republican Total 





Engle (D) 1,488,338 173,961 1,662,299 
Knight (R) 378,955 758,651 1,137,606 
Christopher (R) 219,975 561,061 781,036 


Engle received 46.4 percent of the total vote; Knight, 
31.8 percent and Christopher, 21.8 percent. 


@ House -- The same strong Democratic trend showed 
in returns for the House. 

Five Democrats and no Republicans won election in 
the primary by capturing both nominations. In1956 only 
three Democrats won such victories. 

The 1958 victors were Democratic Reps. John E, 
Moss (3rd District), John F, Shelley (5th District), George 
P, Miller (8th District), Harlan Hagen (14th District) and 
Clyde Doyle (23rd District). 

Comparison of the total votes for Republicans and 
Democrats (see chart) indicated the Democrats had a 
fair-to-excellent chance of capturing 10 of the 17 Repub- 
lican-held House seats, while only one Democratic dis- 
trict -- the 29th -- seemed to be endangered. 

The districts where Democratic chances for gains 
looked best were the Ist, 6th, 7th, 15th, 18th, 21st, 22nd, 
24th, 25th, and 30th. 

Rep. Patrick J. Hillings (R) won the Republican nom- 
ination for state attorney general. 

Comments -- Post-mortems on the primary em- 
phasized the impact of the recession, Knowland’s ab- 
sence from the state and his emphasis on the right-to- 
work issue, the divisions within the Republican party 
and the new-found unity of the Democrats as explanations 
for the party victory. Here are the comments of two 
key figures: 

Brown -- Said he rated the recession as ‘‘the number 
one issue in the state,’’ along with concern about jobs, 
the high cost of living and high taxes. He credited his 
own ‘‘wide personal acquaintance’”’ and ‘‘vigorous cam- 
paigning,’’ the dispute between Knight and Knowland over 
the gubernatorial nomination and the ‘‘lack of leadership 
in Washington and Sacramento’”’ for his victory. Brown 
said Knowland’s support of the right-to-work proposition 
had brought strong labor support to himself for almost the 
first time in his political career. He said he did not 
think the people of California repudiated Nixon by their 
vote, but said Nixon faced a ‘‘tough choice”’ in deciding 
whether to align himself with ‘‘the radical right in our 
state”” by campaigning for Knowland. As for himself, 
Brown said he has made an ‘irrevocable commitment’”’ 
to serve four years asGovernor and ‘‘can’t be had’’ for 
the Presidential nomination in 1960. 

Knowland -- Called the primary a ‘‘preliminary en- 
gagement’’ and said he still hoped to win the general 
election, He said his differences with Knight “‘undoubtedly 
played some part’’ inthe GOP’s showing but said he would 
support Knight and “I hope and assume’”’ Knight will 
support him. Knowland said he did not plan to alter his 
stand on the right-to-work issue despite the strong labor 
drive for Brown it seemingly had produced. 


SOUTH CAROLINA PRIMARY RESULTS 


(For background, see Weekly Report p. 710) 

Lt. Gov. Ernest F, Hollings, 36, of Charleston and 
Donald S, Russell, 52, of Spartanburg, former president 
of the University of South Carolina, June 10 won their 
way into the June 24 Democratic gubernatorial runoff, 
Eliminated in the three-way race was Mayor William C, 
Johnston of Anderson, brother of U.S.Sen. OlinD. Johns- 
ton (D). 


Returns from 1,564 of 1,596 precincts: 


Hollings 145,579 
Russell 123,285 
Johnston 81,018 


Hollings is favored to win the runoff, but the outcome 
will probably depend on the disposition of the Johnston 
votes. Russell has closer geographical ties to Johnston’s 
Piedmont baliwick than does Hollings. Russell also has 
the better chance to pick up Johnston’s labor votes, be- 
cause Hollings has flatly endorsed the state right-to-work 
law, while Russell has not, 

Weighted against these factors, however, is the fact 
that Johnston directed most of his criticisms during the 
primary at Russell and is believed tohave little personal 
sympathy for the former university president, who has 
long been a protege of ex-Gov. James F. Byrnes (D), 

Although Johnston stressed his own support of na- 
tional Democratic tickets in the campaign, his defeat has 
not been interpreted by South Carolina observers as a 
victory for states rights forces. Neither Russell nor 
Hollings criticized Johnston’s stand, and both have rec- 
ords as party loyalists themselves. 

In other primary results, Burnet R. Maybank, son and 
namesake of the former Senator, led all Democratic can- 
didates as he won an easy victory in the lieutenant gov- 
ernor race, Rep. JohnJ. Riley (D) won a big victory over 
Pat Lindler in the 2nd District House race, and all other 
incumbents were renominated without opposition. 


RETIREMENTS 


Two more Members of the House Massachusetts dele- 
gation announced retirement plans last week. 

Rep. John W. Heselton (R), 58, a Member of the House 
since 1945, June 6 announced he would not seek reelection 
in the lst District, He is a member of the House Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce Committee. 

Rep. Richard B, Wigglesworth (R), 67, a Member of 
the House since 1928, June 9 announced he would not seek 
reelection in the 13th District. He isthe second-ranking 
Republican on the House Appropriations Committee, (For 
previously announced retirements, see Weekly Report 
p. 619, 667, 710) 


KEFAUVER ON PRIMARIES 


Sen. Estes Kefauver (D Tenn.) June 10 said the 
answer to Adlai E, Stevenson’s criticism of Presidential 
primaries lies in the Kefauver proposal to have a national 
Presidential primary. (Weekly Report p. 710) Kefauver 
said he agreed with Stevenson that the present primaries 
are inconclusive and bothersome. He proposed primaries 
be held in all states, be open to all candidates and be bind- 
ing on the delegates chosen there. (For background on 
the national primary idea, see 1956 Weekly Report p. 43) 
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BUDGET BUREAU VS. CONGRESS 


The Budget Bureau, a tiny federal agency with 453 
employees and an annual payroll of $4 million, is becoming 
at once increasingly powerful in determining federal pro- 
grams and increasingly controversial on Capitol Hill. 

Rep. Daniel J. Flood (D Pa.) March 13 introduced a 
bill (HR 11419) to abolish the Bureau entirely as an 
executive arm of the President. Sen. Mike Mansfield 
(D Mont.) and Reps. F, Edward Hebert (D La.), Herbert 
Zelenko (D N.Y.) and James Roosevelt (D Calif.) have 
introduced bills to prohibit the Budget Bureau from 
withholding or impounding appropriations or from spend- 
ing appropriated money for any but the purpose for which 
Congress earmarked the money. Sen. Lyndon B, Johnson 
(D Texas) has called the agency ‘‘a czar,’’ and Flood 
has called it ‘‘a Frankenstein.’’ Sen. Albert Gore (D 
Tenn.) has cautioned Congress that the Budget Bureau’s 
operations indicate a ‘‘trend away from representative 
government,’’ The present Budget Director is Maurice 
H, Stans, 


Reasons for Criticism 


Why this mounting Congressional criticism of a 
bureau which has had a reputation for employing the elite 
among civil servants? 

The most recent criticism is due to the fact that the 
fiscal 1959 budget was prepared before the Administration 
realized the extent of the recession. The 1959 budget was 
altered to provide for increased spending in certain 
defense programs, a reaction to the Russian Sputniks, but 
not to give ‘‘a shot in the arm’”’ to the faltering domestic 
economy. Receipts were over-estimated. ‘‘Estimates of 
the President’s budget were far from reality’’ on such 
programs as unemployment compensation, the report of 
the House Appropriations Subcommittee for the Depart- 
ments of Labor, Health, Education and Welfare and 
Related Agencies stated March 25, 1958. Consequently, 
the 1959 budget has been revised by subsequent budget 
requests more than any in recent years. For the first 
time in 14 years Congress is expected to appropriate 
more money than the President requested. 

There are other basic long-range reasons for inten- 
sifying Congressional criticism of the Budget Bureau. 

The Eisenhower Administration has tried to balance 
the budget and attempted to lower the nationaldebt, At the 
same time costs of the defense program have soared due 
to markedly higher costs of military weapons, The Budget 
Bureau has attempted to hold down costs of domestic pro- 
grams, It thus angers Congressmen interested in certain 
domestic programs, particularly public works. 


Bureau Gains Power 


The President has delegated increasing power tothe 
Budget Bureau. Many Democrats believe that the Budget 
Bureau has also assumed power it does not legally have, 
and that it is making decisions which should be made by 
elected officials -- either the President or Congress. 


The Budget Bureau has, particularlyinthe past year, 
held back funds on appropriated projects, set up new 
criteria to control federal expenditures, and, in some 
instances, permitted money to be spent for purposes 
other than those designated by Congress. It has been 
charged within the past year with delaying work on 
National Guard armories, military installations, hos- 
pitals, public works and water projects, the St, Lawrence 
Seaway and certain atomic energy, housing and farm 
construction programs, 


Chairman Clarence Cannon (D Mo.) of the House 
Appropriations Committee was sharply critical of a letter 
that former Budget Director Percival Brundage wrote 
June 28, 1957, to all federal agency heads directing them 
to keep expenditures for fiscal 1958 at 1957 levels 
wherever possible. Cannon contended that the Budget 
Bureau was trying to second-guess Congress. If the 
Executive agencies could get along on less money, he 
said, the President should have revised his 1958 budget 
estimates, Brundage’s letter put the Congressional 
Appropriations Committees in an ‘‘embarrassing position 
and made Congress look absurdly extravagant,’’ Cannon 
stated, 


The Budget Bureau is extremely cautious about 
giving out information on reports on pending legislation 
which must clear Budget before going to Congressional 
committees, on the status of projects and programs, and 
on the internal yardsticks it uses to determine the feasi- 
bility of some projects. Congressmen complain that 
Budget officials hide behind a cloak of anonymity to stall 
projects. Democrats suspect the Budget Bureau plays 
behind-the-scenes: politics with certain projects. They 
cite the Dixon-Yates case to back up this accusation. 
‘It would be nice if we knew what was happening’’ in the 
Budget Bureau to reports on bills ‘‘that we would like 
to get moved along. We feel the Budget Bureau drags 
its heels. We just don’t get any place’’ with inquiries, 
according to Rep. A, L. Miller (R Neb.). ‘‘It sort of 
irritates us,’’ he said. 


The Budget Bureau’s continuing emphasis on econ- 
omy, and its ability to enforce it on other agencies, 
tends to make some agency heads reluctant to press needs 
for certain programs. As aresult, Congressmen charge, 
supplemental requests for funds often must be made for 
needs which should have been met in regular appropria- 
tion requests. Some agency heads also appear to be 
reluctant to ask Budget to release funds, and Budget is 
sometimes late with apportionments. ‘‘It is common 
knowledge that most government agencies are scared 
green of the Budget Bureau,’’ Sen, Dennis Chavez (D 
N.M.) said, 


The Budget Bureau lays down guidelines for years 
ahead of annual budgets. These serve effectively as 
ceilings on many long-range domestic programs ‘‘in 
autocratic disregard’’ of the wishes of future Congresses, 
according to Rep. Wayne N, Aspinall (D Colo.) 
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Budget Bureau - 2 
Budget Bureau Views 


Budget Bureau officials have been called to Capitol 
Hill frequently this session to explain their actions on 
various programs. Deputy Director Robert E, Merriam 
usually is the Budget spokesman. He and other Budget 
officials maintain that the Bureau acts only under statu- 
tory authority from Congress or authority delegated from 
the President; that the Budget Bureau must look ‘‘at the 
whole picture’’ in determining the size of budget requests 
and whether to proceed with less urgent programs in 
view of the grave international situation; that the Budget 
Bureau generally must consider the effects of government 
spending on long-term inflationary pressures, and it must 
consider the immediate problem of keeping the national 
debt within the statutory debt ceiling. 

Merriam told a Congressional committee March31l, 
1958, that if the mail had not been delivered ‘‘for only 
two daysinDecember 1957, just the loss of those receipts 
alone would have run us over thetop’’ of the debt ceiling. 
‘*That is how close we were.”’ 

There is also considerable evidence to support the 
privately held belief of Budget officials that the Budget 
Bureau often is blamed for actions or lack of actions of 
other agencies. For example, certain unpopular features 
of the 1959 budget for the reclamation program which 
were attributed to the Budget Bureau were actually deter- 
mined by the Department of Interior. An advisory com- 
mittee on Indian health in October 1957 accused the 
Budget Bureau of holding up funds for hospital construc- 
tion. Actually the U.S. Public Health Service had not 
completed plans to stari construction. The 1959 defense 
budget ceilings were set bythe President and the National 
Security Council, not by the Budget Director. 


Before the Budget Bureau 


The Budget Bureau was created in 1921 after the 
President and Congress concluded they had inadequate 
control over the budgets of federal departments, Prior 
to 1921 the Secretary of Treasury presented a Book of 
Estimates to Congress setting forth the appropriations 
requests of the various government departments and 
agencies without revision. The Book was divided among 
eight House and Senate Committees which had authority 
to handle appropriations, Many departmental heads re- 
ported their budget requests directly toCongress without 
Presidential review, even though the President was 
responsible for their actions under the Constitution. 

Budgets began to get out of hand in the 1880s. 
The tariff brought in large surpluses from 1885-1892, 
and this spurred lavish appropriations. From1893-1912 
the government ran a deficit in 11 years out of that 20- 
year period. In 1909, when government expenditures 
totalled about $700 million, the deficit was $89 million. 
The Senate on March 22, 1909, appointed a special 
committee to investigate budget deficits, and in December, 
1909, President William Howard Taft requested an appro- 
priation of $100,000 to appoint a Commission on Economy 
and Efficiency to study the problem. Congress approved 
Taft’s request June 25, 1910, and he immediately ap- 
pointed the Commission. On the basis of its findings, 
Taft on June 27, 1912, recommended to Congress the 
establishment of a national budget system, with the 
President, as the principal government official, re- 
sponsible for the budget. 





Taft was defeated in 1912. No further attempt was 
made to solve the budget problem until 1919, when the 
House appointed a Select Committee on the Budget. It 
reported favorably on an executive budget system. In 
December 1919 President Woodrow Wilson made a 
similar recommendation to Congress, and it was approved 
by Congress in May 1920. President Wilson vetoed the 
bill (HR 9783, 66th Congress) because he objected to a 
provision prohibiting the President from removing from 
office the Comptroller General of the newly-created 
General Accounting Office, an armof Congress. President 
Warren Harding recommended similar budget legislation 
in 1921, and the Budget and Accounting Act became law 
June 10, 1921. (PL 13, 67th Congress, 31 USC 1) 

Business interests strongly backed the measure as 
a means of reducing expenditures and taxes. Some 
liberals opposed it on the grounds that it would cut back 
on essential government programs. The effect of the 
law was that it centralized in the President control over 
budgeting, and it increased his control over other fiscal 
policies and programs. Congressional responsibility to 
make appropriations was also centralized by placing itin 
a single Committee on Appropriations in the House and 
Senate. 


Budget Bureau Created 


The Bureau of the Budget was created under the 
Budget and Accounting Act of 1921. Congress authorized 
and directed the Budget Bureau to prepare an annual 
budget, supplemental and deficiency appropriation re- 
quests under such rules and regulations as the President 
might prescribe. It was authorized to assemble, cor- 
relate, revise, reduce or increase requests for appro- 
priations of all executive departments and agencies. It 
has no authority to revise budgets of Congress or the 
U.S, Supreme Court. Agency and department heads were 
specifically required to prepare and submit their re- 
quests for appropriations to the Budget Bureau. They 
were prohibited from bypassing the Budget Bureau by 
presenting requests directly to Congress, except at the 
specific request of either House of Congress. After the 
Budget Bureau prepares the budget, the President sub- 
mits it to Congress in a form provided by law. 

Congress ordered budget requests to be prepared 
on the basis of estimated fiscal receipts and the amounts 
available for expenditure in the U.S, Treasury. If they 
are insufficient to cover the budget requests, the Presi- 
dent is required to make recommendations toCongress for 
appropriate action, such as new taxes or loans, to meet 
the deficiency. 

Acting through the Budget Bureau the President is 
required to develop programs to improve efficiency and 
economy within government agencies, and he may make 
reports and recommendations to Congress. The Budget 
Bureau is specifically required to furnish Congressional 
committees having jurisdiction over revenue and appro- 
priations such aid and information as they may request. 


Reorganization Act of 1939 


Originally placed in the Treasury Department, the 
Budget Bureau was made a part of the newly created 
Executive Office of the President in 1939 under the pro- 
visions of the Reorganization Act of 1939 (PL 19, 76th 
Congress) and Reorganization Plan 1 of 1939. Under 
the Executive Order 8248 of Sept. 8, 1939, establishing 
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the divisions of the Executive Office of the President and 
defining their functions, President Franklin D, Roosevelt 
directed the Budget Bureau to assist him inthe prepara- 
tion of the budget and formulation of the government’s 
fiscal program; to supervise and control the administra- 
tion of the budget; to conduct research to improve admin- 
istration and to further economical practices; to improve 
and coordinate federal statistics; to help prepare and clear 
proposed executive orders and proclamations, and to keep 
the President informed on the progress of the various 
works programs of government agencies. 


Another Key Function 


The President also assigned to the Budget Bureau a 
vital function second only to its preparation of the budget. 
He directed the Budget Bureau toclear all agency reports 
on pending legislation and todetermine whether the legis- 
lation was in accordance with the President’s program, 
and to recommend Presidential action on bills that had 
passed Congress. Beginning in 1935 the Budget Bureau 
had had some of this authority, but the 1939 Executive 
Order broadened and extended the Budget Bureau’s in- 
fluence over non-fiscal legislation. As it long has been 
the practice of Congressional Committees to ask all 
affected agencies and the Budget Bureau for their com- 
ments on pending legislation, the stand taken by the Budget 
Bureau is vitally important. If the Budget Bureau files 
an adverse report, a bill generally has very little chance 
of passage. 

Under Executive Order 9384 of Oct. 4, 1943, Presi- 
dent Roosevelt directed the Budget Bureau to review 
federal public works projects and their pre-construction 
plans. 


How Budget Is Prepared 


The preparation and execution of the federal budget 
for any fiscal year takes at least 27 months. There are 
seven steps: determination of the budget ceiling, sub- 
mission of agency estimates to the Budget Bureau, hear- 
ings in the Bureau, examination of estimates by the Budget 
Bureau staff, recommendations by the Budget Director, 
final review and approval by the President, and Congress- 
ional appropriations, 

The preparation begins 15 months before the fiscal 
year begins. For example, in the spring of 1957, the 
Budget Bureau asked agency and department heads for 
preliminary estimates of their 1959 budget requests for 
the fiscal year beginning July 1, 1958, At the same time 
the Treasury Department made an estimate of 1959 
revenues. The President, the Budget Director and the 
Cabinet then compared estimated requests with estimated 
revenues and laid down general policies to guide the 
agencies and departments in developing their detailed 
estimates. After the preliminary estimates were re- 
viewed by Budget Bureau examiners, the Budget Director 
recommended, the President finally approved, and depart- 
ment and agency heads were advised of their 1959 ‘‘target 
ceilings’’ for those programs subject to budgetary con- 
trol. In September 1957 the departments and agencies 
submitted detailed budget requests to the Budget Bureau. 
Hearings with Budget Bureau examiners followed in 
October, and examiners prepared their recommendations 
for the Director’s review. The Budget Director then 
went over the tentative 1959 budget, including recom- 
mended cuts, with each agency and department head. 
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Budget Bureau’s Budget 


The Budget Bureau has a staffof 453 employees, 
and its 1958 budget was $4,205,000. Since a reorg- 
anization of the Budget Bureau in 1953, ithas had five 
divisions: Budget Review, Management and Organi- 
zation, Statistical Standards, Accounting (which is 
helping the departments and agencies install accrual 
cost accounting) and Legislative Reference (which 
handles and clears reports on legislation). 











If the latter did not approve recommended cuts, they had 
two chances to appeal, first to the Budget Director and, 
finally, to the President. After the budget review was 
completed by the Budget Bureau in December, the Presi- 
dent and the Budget Director made a final examination to 
see how the tentative budget compared with. expected 
revenues. Resulting cuts were proportionally distributed 
among the departments and agencies. The Budget Bureau 
then put the budget intofinalforminDecember 1957 and 
the President submitted it to Congress in January 1958. 

The budget was split into a dozen or more approp- 
riations bills for consideration and final approval by the 
House, then the Senate. Historically the House has cut 
the budget and the Senate has restored money. In recent 
years final appropriations have been below the President’s 
budget requests. This year the President already has 
sent to Congress a number of 1959 budget revisions due 
to recent Executive and Congressional decisions to in- 
crease federal spending during the recession, 

The Budget Bureau must apportion appropriations 30 
days after enactment into law. Agency requests are 
submitted to the Budget Bureau prior to apportionment. 
Apportionments are made under the Anti-Deficiency Act 
of 1905 (PL 217, 58th Congress, 31 USC 665) and later 
legislation to curb deficiencies and ‘‘June buying’’ prac- 
tices to use up all funds before the end of the fiscal year. 

The Budget Bureau also has authority to hold funds in 
reserve ‘‘to provide for contingencies or to effect sav- 
ings’’ made possible through ‘‘changes in requirements, 
greater efficiency.of operations or other developments.”’ 
No agency can obligate funds held in reserve until they 
are released by the Budget Bureau. 

Neither the Budget Bureau nor Congress has control 
over about 25 percent of total federal annual expenditures, 
which are permanent, They include interest on the 
national debt, payments under fixed formulas such as 
veterans benefits and grant-in-aid programs, and direct 
payments fromthe U.S, Treasury for stipulated programs, 
such as the soil bank and college housing. 

The Budget Bureau, in starting budget preparations 
well in advance of a new fiscal year, must revise its 
estimates frequently due to sudden changes in inter- 
national affairs, such as the news of the Russian satel- 
lites; or in domestic affairs, such as the current reces- 
sion, Other factors which it must consider are inflation, 
the changing costs of new weapons and the over-riding 
factor of the debt ceiling. 


impoundment of Appropriations 


Is an appropriations act simply authority to spend a 
certain sum of money for a specified purpose, or is it a 


directive to spend? If it is the former and the Budget 


Bureau impounds funds,aserious question is raised as 
to whether its action is, in effect, ‘‘an item veto,’’ for 
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which it has no definite statutory authority. If it is the 
latter, the Budget Bureau is likewise in a dilemma 
because Congress imposes a debt ceiling on Executive 
expenditures on the one hand, yet often approves ap- 
propriations which would put expenditures beyond the 
debt ceiling, if funds were not reserved. The basic 
question never has been answered and the controversy 
continues. 

A classic example of the Budget Bureau’s impound- 
ment of funds for certain projects, and the Congressional 
challenge of its action, occurred during World War II. 
According to a study made by J, D. Williams of the Uni- 
versity of Alabama, this is what happened: 

In his 194i budget message President Roosevelt told 
Congress ‘‘it seems appropriate to defer construction 
projects that interfere with the defense program by divert- 
ing manpower and materials.’’ But Congress authorized 
and appropriated in 1941 funds for a number of river, 
harbor and flood control projects including a levee 
project at Tulsa, Okla. Previously, the Budget Bureau 
had impounded funds to prevent deficiencies and toeffect 
Savings in agency programs undergoing readjustments, 
but it had never completely halted an authorized project, 
for which appropriations had been made, Because of the 
rapid increase in defense expenditures, Budget Director 
Harold Smith July 29, 1941 impounded the War Depart- 
ment funds for the Tulsa project and several others, 
until such time as the President found themto be ‘‘impor- 
tant to national defense,’’ i.e., ‘‘necessary to the armed 
forces or...to our industrial effort.’’ 

There were strong protests from Congress, At the 
direction of the Senate, an additional $213,000 was ap- 
propriated for the Tulsa levees in the War Department 
Civil Functions Act of 1943 (PL 527, 77th Congress, 
56 Stat. 219), making a total of $513,000 available. 
Testimony was presented in the hearings by the Oklahoma 
Congressional delegation, manufacturers in the area, and 
the Tulsa Chamber of Commerce in an attempt to prove 
the defense nature of the levee project. 

Meanwhile, within the Budget Bureau itself, some 
officials doubted the Budget Bureau’s legal authority to 
impound funds and questioned the political wisdom of 
impoundment. Proponents of impoundment claimed the 
Budget Bureau had the authority to impound under the 
President’s war powers and by construing appropriations 
as authority, rather than a mandate, to spend money. It 
was at the time agreed that the Budget Bureau had no 
statutory authority to impound funds under continuing 
appropriations for specific -projects, as distinguished 
from annual appropriations to operate and maintain 
government agencies, for which apportionment was re- 
quired under the Anti-Deficiency Act of 1906, and for 
which the Budget Bureau had specific authority under 
Executive Order 6166 of June 10, 1933. 

But both President Roosevelt and the Budget Bureau 
continued to impound the Tulsa levee funds despite rising 
Congressional opposition. Floods occurred in the area 
during the summer of 1942, causing a shutdown of a war 
plant in West Tulsa. The War Production Board Oct, 16 
informed the Budget Bureau that WPB regarded the Tulsa 
project as essential to the war effort to protect the war 
plants in the area. Shortly thereafter the Budget Bureau 
granted the Army Engineers’ request for release of 
$513,000 for funds for the Tulsa project. 

But the Budget Bureau has continued to impound 
funds for certain projects and programs. And Congress 
has continued to chafe about it. 








DEFENSE BUDGET CLASHES 


The most historic budget battles between the Execu- 
tive and Congress have been over defense programs, 
Because of the importance of defense, the Budget Bureau 
sometimes has figured in these battles only in a minis- 
terial capacity to the President. But, directly or in- 
directly, the Budget Bureau has been in the line of fire, 
There are indications that the Budget Director is 
playing a role of diminishing importance in determining 
defense ceilings. At the annual briefing on the 1959 
budget, reporters were told that the new budget ceilings 
for defense were set by the President and the National 
Security Council. Also many of the spending restrictions 
of the Defense Department in recent years have been 
imposed internally by the Secretary of Defense and 
Assistant Defense Secretary W. J. McNeil, the Depart- 
ment’s comptroller, rather than by the Budget Bureau, 

In advance of working out budgets, the Budget Bureau 
sends out over-all guidelines to all agencies, In the 
Defense Department the Joint Chiefs of Staff continually 
revise a ‘‘war plan.’’ On the basis of this plan, each 
Chief of Staff -- Army, Navy and Air Force -- recom- 
mends force levels and structures necessary to carry 
out his service’s role in the plan, and estimates the cost. 
First ‘‘flash estimates’’ are submitted, then staff budgets 
are drawn up and submitted to the Secretary of Defense, 
Department of Defense fiscal experts and Budget Bureau 
examiners go over the budget requests. They are subject 
to a final review by the Secretary of Defense and the 
Budget Director before the budget is finally shaped up. 
In recent years a major problem has developed in prepar- 
ing budgets which is not basically fiscal. War techniques 
are rapidly changing, and the changes are overtaking the 
traditional roles of the armed services. This has 
generated great competition among the armed services 
for the dominant roles in the new defense strategy. It 
also has resulted in bitter battles over the allocation of 
defense funds. 


58-Group Air Force 


The landmark battle over adefense budget occurred 
during the Truman Administration, and it was waged over 
the size of the Air Force. The battle raged over a two- 
year period, It started in 1948 whenthe Army, Navy and 
Air Force made their first informal budget requests 
totalling $30 billion for fiscal 1950. Secretary of Defense 
James Forrestal cut it to $16.9 billion. President 
Truman urged a further cut, and Forrestal then refigured 
the defense budget request at $14.5 billion and sent that 
estimate to the Budget Bureau. The Budget Bureau 
finally fixed the defense budget ceiling at $15.3 billion 
and divided the budget ‘‘pie’’ about equally among the 
three armed services. Under this budget, which was 
submitted to Congress, the Air Force was not to expand; 
it was to retain its 48 air groups. 

Congress in 1949 bridled at the ceiling. The House 
voted funds for 58 air groups on the theory that a 70- 
group Air Force ultimatelywas needed. The Senate re- 
fused to go along with the House, and stood by the origin- 
ally budgeted 48 groups. The conference committee was 
stalemated on the issue for nearly six months before the 
Senate gave in and agreed to the 58-group Air Force. 
After President Truman signed the 1950 Military Defense 
Appropriations bill (HR 4146, PL 434, 81st Congress), 
on Oct, 29, 1949, he directed the Secretary of Defense 
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to withhold the money for the additional 10 groups. His 
action was challenged by the House Appropriations Com- 
mittee, which said it amounted to ‘‘an item veto.’’ The 
Committee charged him with ‘‘thwarting a major policy 
of Congress.’’ The Korean Warintervenedin June_ 1950 
and there was much public criticism of the President’s 
stand, (1949 CQ Almanac p., 220; 1950 Almanac p. 113) 


Manpower Cuts 


Budgetary ceilings in the 1956 defense budget which 
cut back the strength of the Army, Navy and Marines 
touched off a major battle in 1955 between Congress and 
President Eisenhower. Efforts in Congress were futile 
to boost the size or the Army and Navy, but in the Senate 
Sen. Stuart Symington (D Mo.) won acceptance of an 
amendment, by a 40-39 roll-call vote, toincrease the size 
of the Marine Corps fromthe budgeted 193,000to 215,000. 
After President Eisenhower signed the 1956 Defense Ap- 
propriations bill (PL 157, 84th Congress) on July 13, 
1955, Secretary of Defense Charles E, Wilson, acting 
with the knowledge and consent of the President, im- 
pounded the funds for the unbudgeted Marine expansion. 
Rep. Daniel J. Flood (D Pa.) said the ‘‘freeze’’ ignored 
and frustrated an act of Congress. Gen. Matthew B. 
Ridgway, Army Chief of Staff, bitterly protested Army 
cutbacks from 1,500,000 to 1 million men and Army funds 
from $16.2 billion to $7.5 billion in the period 1953-56. 
He said such heavy budget-cutting ‘‘jeopardized’’ the 
safety of the United States and wrecked the morale of 
the Army. (1955 Almanac p. 219) 


Research and Development 


Recently the Budget Bureau itself has come under 
attack for blue-penciling requests for and freezing funds 
already appropriated for research and development 
programs. Some of the charges made: 


SPACE FUEL RESEARCH: Dr. A. V. Astin, director 
of the National Bureau of Standards, May 11 charged that 
the Budget Bureau had held up funds for high temperature 
research facilities necessary to the development of high 
energy missile and rocket fuels. 


NAVY RESEARCH: Rear Admiral Hyman G, Rick- 
over Jan, 10, charged that the Budget Bureau had with- 
held funds to design nuclear power plants to keep sub- 
marines under water indefinitely. He said it should either 
release the funds or cancel the project. 


ARMY RESEARCH: Army Research Director 
William H, Martin Jan, 27 charged that weapons develop- 
ment was lagging because too many budget experts were 
trying to run the Army research program, 


AIR FORCE RESEARCH: Trevor Gardner resigned 
as Assistant Secretary of Air Force for research and 
development because of lack of funds. He estimated that 
the Air Force needed nearly $500 million more “‘R & D”’ 
money in 1956 and 1957 fiscal years than it had been 
allowed by Defense Department fiscal experts and the 
Budget Bureau. He told the House Appropriations 
Committee Feb, 13, 1956, that Russian military research 
was moving ahead ‘‘dramatically’’ while this nation’s 
research program was hampered by budget restrictions, 
lack of funds, slow decisions on controversial projects, 
and interservice rivalry. He did not attack the Budget 
Bureau directly. 
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Atomic Energy 


Top-ranking members of the Joint Committee on 
Atomic Energy recently have charged that the Budget 
Bureau has made decisions which have hampered the 
atomic energy program. 

Chairman Carl T, Durham (DN,C,) March 19 charged 
that the Budget Bureau held up $360 million in funds for 
authorized projects for the first half of fiscal 1958. Up 
to 15 projects were delayed or stalled under the hold-up, 
including a nuclear aircraft project, he said. 

Atomic Energy Commissioner W. F, Libby May 14 
told the Joint Committee that several of the delayed 
projects were ‘“‘high priority.’’ But AEC General Man- 
ager K, E, Fields said it was the ‘‘joint conclusion’’ of 
the Budget Bureau and AEC that they were not imme- 
diately essential. Fields testified that the Budget Bureau 
had set up criteria enabling only essential projects to 
go forward. 

Rep. Chet Holifield (D Calif.) May 14 charged that 
there had been “‘a clear substitution”’ of the judgment of 
the Budget Bureau for AEC experts in ‘‘rescoping’’ the 
$15 million plutonium recycle facility at Hanford, Wash., 
for $11 million. Testimony before the Joint Committee 
revealed that AEC appealed to Budget to allow the larger 
facility, and that Budget finally agreed to do so. 

Holifield also observed that some projects which had 
been authorized two years ago, and for which funds had 
been appropriated, had not been initiated by AEC or 
Budget Bureau. In some instances funds appropriated 
for specific projects had been used for other purposes, 
Holifield charged. ‘‘When Congress approves projects, 
we believe the Budget Bureau should consider the prior- 
ities that Congress has attached to them,” he stated. 

Committee Vice Chairman Clinton P, Anderson (D 
N.M.) Dec. 10, 1957, accused the Budget Bureauof slow- 
ing down the development of a nuclear-propelled rocket. 
He said it had held up $9.1 millionin appropriated money 
for project ‘‘Rover.’’ Anderson on May 8 said that the 
Budget Bureau had drafted the President’s new space 
agency bill at the request of Presidential Assistant Sher- 
man Adams, and that it had given interested agencies 
only 24 hours’ notice to comment on it prior to the bill’s 
submission to Congress. He questioned Budget’s role in 
the bill drafting and the short-circuiting of interested 
agencies, such as AEC and the Defense Department. 


Army Reserves, National Guard 


Sen. Mike Mansfield (D Mont.) March 31 said that 
the Budget Bureau had frozen $22 million of $32 million 
previously appropriated for the National Guard. He said 
states ready to construct National Guard armories during 
the current recession have been unable to do so because 
federal matching funds are frozen. He calledthe Budget’s 
freeze ‘‘indefensible in a time of such great need.’’ 

The freeze is related, however, to a 10 percent cut 
in the paid Army reserve drill strength projected in the 
1959 budget. Under this proposal, the combined paid 
drill strength of the National Guard would be cut by 
40,000 men and the Army Reserve by 30,000 men -- a 
reduction of 70,000 men from the present 700,000 total. 
Many Congressmen and governors have strongly opposed 
the cut, and a Subcommittee of the House Armed Serv- 
ices Committee March 4 voted unanimously to ask the 
House Appropriations Committee to increase the Army’s 
budget by $35,600,000 to prevent the cut. But even if 
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Congress does restore the money, the Budget Bureau can 
freeze it. The $22 million freeze already in effect was 
what prompted both Mansfield and Hebert to sponsor 
legislation to prevent the Budget Bureau from with- 
holding or impounding specifically earmarked approp- 
riations, 


WATER AND POWER PROJECTS 


The Budget Bureau’s relations with Congress are 
particularly strained over water and power projects, 
which are dear to the hearts of most Congressmen. 
Operating under a budget ceiling, the Budget Bureau has 
been making increasing efforts in recent years to 
screen such projects. Clashes have resulted, in a 
number of instances. Among them were: 


Circular A-47 


President Roosevelt on Oct. 4, 1943, issued Exe- 
cutive Order 9384 requiring all agencies to submit to 
the Budget Bureau reports on public works and improve- 
ment projects to determine their relationship to the 
President’s program. It also required the agencies 
submitting reports to Congress to include a statement of 
the advice they had received on specific projects from 
the Budget Bureau. 

As the review of project reports proceeded under 
this order, the Budget Bureau found the various federal 
agencies, notably the Department of Agriculture, the 
Department of the Interior, and the Army Engineers, 
applied different standards for appraising benefits and 
costs of water resources projects. To try to provide a 
clear statement of standards, the Budget Bureau issued 
its Circular A-47 onDec. 31, 1952, just at the close of the 
Truman Administration. The circular was tentatively 
revised in 1954 and 1955 to, among other things, en- 
courage more local participation and to implement the 
Eisenhower ‘‘partnership’’ power program. 

Both the circular and the revision stirred up a 
Congressional protest. The House Interior and Insular 
Affairs Committee held hearings on A-47 in March. 1955, 
Congressmen objected to it on the grounds that: 1) The 
criteria laid down were so stringent as to foreclose 
authorization of many water projects, including most 
reclamation projects; 2) They suspected both the circular 
and the revision were drafted by Budget Bureau officials 
who were unfriendly to reclamation and other water 
projects and who did not trust the agency engineers who 
work out advance planning reports on potential projects; 
3) The Budget Bureau was requiring studies not stipulated 
by law and using funds for such studies which were speci- 
fically earmarked by Congress for general investigations; 
4) A-47 was a device by the Budget Bureau to stall water 
projects; 5) Democrats claimed the revision relative to 
the Eisenhower ‘‘partnership’’ power program was a 
sharp departure from law -- atotally new policy favoring 
private power development which had not been sanctioned 
by Congress. 

The late Budget Director Rowland Hughes strongly 
defended A-47. He said it served as a ‘‘guide and 
standard”’ to test various parts of a project to determine 
if it were ‘‘in the national interest.’’ He said A-47 made 
no change in any general or specific requirements of 
law, and that the final decision in any event was up to 
Congress, ‘‘It is not an iron fence,’’ Hughes said. But 
it did provide necessary standards, he said, ‘‘for making 


better decisions in the difficult process of selecting 
projects to be recommended for authorization.’’ He said 
the revision was only tentative, Hughes in April 1955 
sent a letter to the Committee promising that he would 
not put the revision into effect without prior notice, It 
was never implemented, but the original A-47 circular 
is still in effect. 


Watershed Dispute 


Congress in 1954 authorized the Small Watershed 
Act (PL 566, 83rd Congress), It wasdesigned to prevent 
floods and to regulate drainage of small watersheds. 
Funds were provided to start the program, The Agricul- 
ture Department, which has jurisdiction over the program, 
interpreted the new law to the effect that the Secretary 
had no authority to charge or to accept local contributions 
for land enhancement benefits that derive from the water- 
shed projects. In reviewing the projects, the Army 
Engineers questioned the Agriculture Department inter- 
pretation of the law. The Engineers pointed out that 
they had been charging local groups for land enhancement 
values on drainage projects under Budget Bureau Circular 
A-47.. The Army maintained USDA should do likewise. 
The Budget Bureau held up a number of projects while it 
refereed the inter-agency dispute. Joint hearings were 
held by the Senate Interior and Insular Affairs Com- 
mittee and the Senate Public Works Committee on Aug. 15, 
1957, to determine why the projects were stalled. 

The Committees took the position that the new law 
provided for no local contributions, Evenifthis resulted 
in different evaluations of like projects by the Army and 
USDA, the Senators maintained it was uptoCongress, not 
up to the Budget Bureau, to resolve thedifferences. The 
then Assistant Budget Director Merriam testified that the 
Budget Bureau had been directed under Executive Order 
10654 of Jan, 20, 1956, by President Eisenhower to carry 
out the President’s responsibilities under the program. 
Merriam said this included drawing up ‘‘such rules and 
regulations’? as were necessary to assure co-ordination 
of interested agencies. Several Committee members 
warned that if the Budget Bureau did not release the 
projects, they would introduce legislation directing it to 
do so. The Budget Bureau started to release the projects 
the first of this year. 


Rivers and Harbors Bill 


Ever since the Budget Bureau has operated under 
Executive Order 9384 of Oct, 4, 1943, sharpdifferences of 
opinion have arisen between the President and Congress 
over specific projects in the omnibus river, harbor and 
flood control bills. The President has, in effect, re- 
peatedly maintained that such projects must have the 
approval of the Budget Bureau to be included in the 
omnibus bill, which in each Congress usually carries 
more than a billion dollars in authorized projects. Con- 
gress has objected to what it regards as this indirect 
“item veto” of specific projects, and it has continued to 
authorize projects which have not gone through the “‘legal- 
ly established procedures’’ laid down by the Budget 
Bureau. As a result, for the past two Congresses Mr. 
Eisenhower has vetoed two omnibus bills (HR 12080, 
84th Congress, 1956 Almanac p. 574; and S 497, Weekly 
Report p. 442 and 489). The President in his 1958 veto 
message stated he favored ‘‘a divided approach’’ to such 
authorizations. Projects to which the Budget Bureau has 
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no objection could be included in one measure, and 
those not meeting Budget Bureau approval could be pro- 
posed separately, he stated. Senate Republican Leader 
William F. Knowland (R Calif.) introduced a bill (S 3686) 
April 24 including only projects with Budget Bureau 
approval, 


Democrats balked. Senate Democratic Leader 
Lyndon B. Johnson (D Texas) April 24 questioned whether 
the Democratic-controlled Congress would ‘‘allow a 
political Budget Director to tell Congress”’ what projects 
to ‘‘pick out’’ for authorization. He saidCongress would 
not ‘‘buckle under’’ to the Budget Director and ‘‘yield 
to him the authority and judgment Congress has ina 
matter of this kind.”” Chairman Dennis Chavez (D N.M.) 
of the Senate Public Works Committee April 16 said that 
the President insisted U.S. water projects must be 
tailored to conform to Budget Circular A-47, but he did 
not set up any standards at all for foreign projects which 
‘“‘can go without directives,’’ 


Dixon-Yates Case 


The Budget Bureau played a leading role in a major 
public vs. private power struggle over the ill-fated Dixon- 
Yates contract which occurred during the first termof the 
Eisenhower Administration, Men who have worked for 
the Budget Bureau have told Congressional Quarterly that 
the morale of its career employees was badly shaken by 
the political storm that erupted over thecontract. It was 
the subject of two lengthy Congressional investigations. 
Thereafter leading Democrats in Congress became 
increasingly critical of the Budget Bureau’s operations, 
and its role in determining the feasibility of water and 
power projects, 


After denying a request of the Tennessee Valley 
Authority to construct eight new steam generating plants 
in the TVA area, on Feb, 20, 1954, former Budget 
Director Joseph M, Dodge asked a private utility group 
headed by Edgar H. Dixon and Eugene A, Yates to provide 
private power for an Atomic Energy Commission installa- 
tion at Paducah, Ky. The Dixon-Yates contract was 
drawn up and approved by the Budget Bureau and AEC, but 
TVA officials balked at the cost of the power, which was 
to be fed into the TVA systemto replace power furnished 
by TVA to AEC installations in the area, 


Adolphe H. Wenzell served as an unpaid consultant 
in the Budget Bureau from May-September 1953 and from 
January-April 1954, He studied the cost records of 
TVA and worked on technical aspects of the Dixon- Yates 
proposal, At the same time he was employed as vice 
president of the First Boston Corp., which was handling 
the financing of the Dixon-Yates proposal, Wenzell 
later testified that he attended six meetings onthe Dixon- 
Yates proposal at AEC headquarters while in his dual 
role, 


Because of the conflict of interest question raised 
by Wenzell’s role, AEC’s general counsel held the contract 
invalid, and the Administration cancelled the contract 
on July 11, 1955. A report of the Senate Judiciary 
Antitrust and Monopoly Subcommittee Aug. 22, 1955, 
sharply criticized the role of the Budget Bureau in this 
attempt to reverse the power policyof TVA ‘‘by devious, 
indirect and improper administrative practices.’’ (1955 
Almanac p. 533.) 
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State Legislature Sessions 


Following are the regular meeting times of the 
state and territorial legislatures: 


State 


ALABAMA 
ARIZONA 
ARKANSAS 
CALIFORNIA 


COLORADO 
CONNECTICUT 
DELAWARE 
D. OF C. 
FLORIDA 
GEORGIA 
IDAHO 
ILLINOIS 
INDIANA 
IOWA 
KANSAS 
KENTUCKY 
LOUISIANA 


MAINE 
MARYLAND 


MASSACHUSETTS . 
MICHIGAN 
MINNESOTA 
MISSISSIPPI 
MISSOURI 
MONTANA 
NEBRASKA 
NEVADA 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 
NEW JERSEY 
NEW MEXICO 
NEW YORK 
NORTH CAROLINA 
NORTH DAKOTA 
OHIO 
OKLAHOMA 
OREGON 
PENNSYLVANIA 
RHODE ISLAND 
SOUTH CAROLINA 
SOUTH DAKOTA 
TENNESSEE 
TEXAS 

UTAH 

VERMONT 
VIRGINIA 
WASHINGTON 
WEST VIRGINIA 
WISCONSIN 
WYOMING 
ALASKA 

GUAM 


HAWAII 
PUERTO RICO 
VIRGIN ISLANDS 


Time and Term 





Odd years in May 

Annually in January 

Odd years in January 

Odd years in January; budget 
sessions: even years in 
March 

Annually in January 

Odd years in January 

Odd years in January 

Odd years in April 

Annually 

Odd years in January 

Odd years in January 

Odd years in January 

Odd years in January 

Annually in January 

Even years in January 

Even years (60 calendar 
days), odd years (30 calendar 
days) in May 

Odd years in January 

Odd years in January; even 
years in February 

Annually in January 

Annually in January 

Odd years in January 

Even years in January 

Odd years in January 

Odd years in January 

Odd years in January 

Odd years in January 

Odd years in January 
Annually in January 

Odd years in January 

Annually in January 

Odd years in February 

Odd years in January 

Odd years in January 

Odd years in January 

Odd years in January 

Odd years in January 

Annually in January 

Annually in January 

Odd years in January 

Odd years in January 

Odd years in January 

Odd years in January 

Odd years in January 

Even years in January 

Odd years in January 

Annually in January 

Odd years in January 

Odd years in January 

Odd years in January 

Twice annually in 30-day 
sessions 

Odd years in February 

Annually in January 

Unicameral legislature meets 
each year in April for 60days 
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Pressures On Congress 





RECIPROCAL TRADE 


O.R,. Strackbein, Chairman of the Nationwide Com- 
mittee of Industry, Agriculture and Labor on Import- 
Export Policy, June 8 said the Simpson-Davis Reciprocal 
Trade Act extension bill (HR 12676), which was offered 
as a substitute for the Administration bill (HR 12591), had 
been surrounded by misinformation, misinterpretation 
and distorted observations. Strackbein said HR 12676 
was a bipartisan measure which would have extended the 
existing trade agreements for two years. ‘‘The passage 
of the substitute bill would not raise a single tariff,’’ he 
said. Rather than stopping the reciprocal trade program, 
Strackbein said, it would stop the ‘‘State Department’s... 
launching a torpedo...against nearly every decision ren- 
dered by the Tariff Commission in favor of a domestic 
industry.’’ He said the State Department had usurped 
authority to regulate foreign commerce. The Simpson 
bill, he said,merely would have provided that Tariff Com- 
mission recommendations be sent to Congress as well as 
to the President. HR 12591 was passed June 11 by the 
House. (Weekly Report p. 762) 


TAX HEARINGS 


AFL-CIO President George Meany June 6, in atele- 
gram to Senate Finance Committee Chairman Harry Flood 
Byrd (D Va.), asked the Committee to hold hearings on a 
House-passed bill (HR 12695) to extend for one year the 
existing levels of corporate and excise taxes. He said the 
‘*AFL-CIO wanted to present its views and believed that 
other national organizations would welcome the same 
opportunity.’’ (Weekly Report p. 737) 


LABOR, MANAGEMENT 


Albert DeVito, president of the United Industrial 
Workers of America International Union, in the June 
issue of UIWOA News wrote that labor leaders ‘‘do not 
spend one-fifth the energy or money”’ that the National 
Assn. of Manufacturers does. The NAM “‘supported by 
bushels of money from employers...is doing a four-star 
job of brainwashing the public and lawmakers against 
labor unions....’’ DeVito said, ‘‘More unions, both in- 
dependent and AFL-CIO, must join the effort to beat the 
drums in behalf of the labor movement or face slaughter 
at the hands of NAM press agents inthe market of public 
opinion.’’ (For views of business leaders, including the 
NAM, see Weekly Report p. 571). 


IUE REFORMS 


The Executive Board of the International Union of 
Electrical, Radio and Machine Workers (AFL-CIO) June 
11 announced adoption of aseries of proposed amendments 
to the IUE constitution. The proposals, subject to union 
approval at its annual convention in September, cover 
election procedures, qualifications for office, manage- 
ment of union finances and handling of welfare and pension 
funds. Most of the proposals were contained in the AFL- 
CIO Ethical Practices Code and were designed to strength- 
en existing provisions in the constitution. (1957 Weekly 
Report p. 193) 
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Pressure Points 


@ PAY TV -- Zenith Radio Corporation circulated a 
letter written by former President HarryS, Truman say- 
ing, ‘‘TV broadcasting stations ought to give pay TV a 
trial,’’ The letter, published May 28inan Arlington, Va., 
newspaper, was in response to a request bythe newspaper 
for Mr. Truman’s views on subscription television. The 
Federal Communications Commission Feb. 26 postponed 
action on pay television until after the end of the 85th 
Congress. (Weekly Report p. 288) 

@ TAFT-HARTLEY ACT -- The industrial union de- 
partment of the AFL-CIO June 3 released a pamphlet, 
‘*A Taft-Hartley Case Study,’’ in which it said that the 
membership of the American Federation of Hosiery Work- 
ers dropped 76.5 percent since the Taft-Hartley law (PL 
101, 80th Congress) was passed in 1947, It said that in 
one year, 1946-47, the union entered into 33 new con- 
tracts, but ‘‘...in the 10 years following Taft-Hartley, the 
union was able to sign only 23 new agreements,.’’ The 
pamphlet also emphasized movement of the hosiery indus- 
try to the South. (Weekly Report p. 738) 

@ AGAINST RED CHINA -- The Committee of One 
Million Against the Admission of Communist Chinato the 
United Nations, in a June 9 release bearing the names of 
over 100 Members of Congress, reviewed the history of 
its activities since its inception in 1953 and appealed for 
continued financial support. An excerpt: ‘‘There are new 
and powerful calls for the admission of Red China to the 
United Nations.... We dare not let this happen!’’ 

@ NATIONAL COMMITTEE FOR A SANE NUCLEAR 
POLICY -- The committee June 6 sent out an ‘‘ Action 
Bulletin’’ to 5,000 people urging them to write to their 
Senators and Representatives voicing opposition to two 
‘‘nuclear give-away bills before Congress’’ which would 
authorize the President to share U.S. nuclear secrets with 
allies, Atom secrets bills (S 3912, HR 12716) were re- 
ported June 5 by the Joint Atomic Energy Committee. 
(Weekly Report p. 738) 

@ SPACE AGENCY -- The American Veterans Com- 
mittee, the self-labeled ‘‘citizens first, veterans second”’ 
group June 9 called on Senate Majority Leader Lyndon B. 
Johnson (D Texas) to place his ‘‘parliamentary skill and 
influence’’ behind House-passed legislation (HR 12575) to 
establish a civilian controlled space agency. (Weekly 
Report p. 725, 737). 

@ DEFENSE REORGANIZATION -- Stuart J. Satullo, 
National Commander of the American Veterans of World 
War II and Korea (AMVETS), in aJune 10 letter to House 
Members, urged them to reject Congressional modifica- 
tions of the Defense Reorganization Act (HR 12541) and to 
pass a strong measure conforming to President Eisen- 
hower’s requests. (Weekly Report p. 713) 

@ LOBBYIST, EX-CONGRESSMAN DIES -- James M. 
Barnes, active lobbyist for many years and former Rep- 
resentative (D) from Texas’ 20th District (1939-43), died 
June 8. Barnes first registered as a lobbyist in 1949 for 
a large group of industrial firms. 


YY 
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Presidential Report 





THE TEXTS OF THE PRESIDENT’S RECIPROCAL TRADE LETTERS 


Following are the texts of two letters on reciprocal trade sent by the President to 
Chairman Wilbur D. Mills (D Ark.). of the House Ways and Means Committee and Joseph 
W. Martin Jr. (Mass.), Republican leader in the House. The /etter to Mills was dated 
May 29; the letter to Martin was dated June 10 (Weekly Report p. 762). 


LETTER TO MILLS 


Dear Mr. Chairman: 

Your letter of May 22 asks me two questions concerning the 
trade agreements legislation which has just been reported by the 
Committee on Ways and Means; (1) whether an amendment reserv- 
ing to the Congress the right, acting by concurrent resolution, 
either by majority vote of those present or by majority vote of the 
entire membership, to overrule the President in escape clause 
cases and to put into effect the findings and recommendations of 
the Tariff Commission, would clearly be regarded by the executive 
branch as unconstitutional, and (2) whether I regardit as essential 
in escape clause cases that the findings and recommendations of 
the Tariff Commission be subject tothe approval of the President. 

At the outset, I want tocongratulate the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee for the trade agreements legislation which ithas reported. 
This legislation will give the American people the kind of trade 
program I believe they want. Enactment of the legislation can 
contribute greatly to job-making, prosperity and well-being in 
American agriculture, industry and labor, and its enactment will 
help preserve the strength and unity of the free world. 

As to your first question, I have been advised informally by 
the Attorney General that the inclusion in the trade agreements 
legislation of a provision stating in effect that the findings and 
recommendations of the Tariff Commission would go into effect, 
notwithstanding their disapproval by the President, whenever the 
Congress, by concurrent resolution adopted either by a simple 
majority or by a constitutional majority of both houses, approved 
such findings and recommendations, would clearly be uncorstitu- 
tional. The Attorney General has further advised me that should 
the legislation retain the provision requiring a two-thirds vote of 
both houses, the vote in each to be by the yeas and nays, such a 
provision could be regarded as a valid substitute for the two-thirds 
vote necessary to override a Presidential veto. 

As to your second question, it seems to me imperative that 
the Tariff Commission’s findings and recommendations be subject 
to the President’s approval. In the world of today the tariff policy 
of the United States can have profound effect not only on our foreign 
relations generally but upon the security of the entire free world. 
Some nations of the free world must either export or die, because 
they must import to live. Their very existence, as well as their 
defensive strength as free world partners, depends upon trade. 
For the United States to close its doors, either by high tariffs or 
import quotas upon exports from these nations could force them 
into economic dependence on the Communists and to that extent 
weaken the strength of the free world. 

Moreover, escape clause actions frequently involve questions 
affecting the national interest, such as the requirements of the 


domestic economy and the effect of the findings and recommenda- 
tions of the Tariff Commission on other producers and consumers 
in the United States, including their effect upon the jobs of those 
producing for export. The President -- who serves the interests 
of the whole Nation -- is uniquely qualified to make a reasoned 
judgment as to whether the findings and recommendations of the 
commission in such cases are in the national interests. The 
Tariff Commission, on the other hand, was not appointed to make 
judgments in such matters, involving, as they do, evaluations of 
the impact of escape clause actions on the whole range of the 
American economy. 

These problems, and the effect that one course of action or 
another would have upon the best interests of the United States, are 
peculiarly within the knowledge of the President. In fact, dealing 
with such problems constitutes a major constitutional responsibil- 
ity of the President, both as President and Commander in Chief, 
The Tariff Commission, on the other hand, has only a limited re- 
sponsibility -- to find whether or not inits opinion there is injury 
to a domestic industry as a result ofimports and to make recom- 
mendations to the President based upon such findings. It is essen- 
tial that the President have authority to weigh those findings and 
recommendations along with all of the information the President 
has in both the domestic and the foreign field, and to arrive at a 
decision which will be in the best interests of the United States, 

To withdraw from the President his power to make decisions 
in escape clause cases and to grant finality to the Tariff Commis- 
sion’s findings and recommendations would in my opinion be a 
tragic blunder which could seriously jeopardize the national in- 
terest, the foreign relations, as well as the security of the United 
States. ’ 

Sincerely, 


DWIGHT D, EISENHOWER 
LETTER TO MARTIN 


Dear Joe: 

In response to your inquiry as to my attitude concerning HR 
12676, it is my opinion that if this substitute should prevail, the 
reciprocal trade program would be irreparably damaged, It con- 
tains provisions which would nullify for all practical purposes the 
operation of the act. I could enumerate these provisions, but 
I understand that an analysis of them has been made available to 
the Members of the House, who can readily comprehend their dis- 
astrous effect on this program. 

It-is my earnest wish that the House adopt without change 
(either by motion to recommit or otherwise) the bill reported by 
the Ways and Means Committee. This bill will best serve the 
interest of American industry and the well-being of the free world. 

With warm regard, 

Sincerely, 


DWIGHT D, EISENHOWER 





STRAUSS RETIREMENT 


Following is the text of a June 5 exchange of letters between President Eisenhower 
and Lewis L. Strauss, dealing with the latter’: decision to retire from the Atomic Energy 
Commission June 30 (Weekly Report p. 757): 


Dear Mr. President: 

It is hard for me to write this letter. Five years ago you 
named me Chairman of the Atomic EnergyCommission for a term 
which will expire on June 30th next. These five years have been 
marked by important discoveries, historic decisions and great 
technical advances in many areas of atomic energy development. 
In spite of the occupational hazards of political life, I look back 
upon these years and what has been accomplished with a measure 
of contentment. 


It was a most gratifying experience for meto have you express 
your desire to reappoint me. However, for the reasons which I 
set before you sometime ago, I then believed and continue to be- 
lieve that circumstances beyond the control of either of us make a 
change in the chairmanship of the commission advisable. There- 
fore, I sincerely hope that you will understand my decision. 

I have had the privilege of serving our country in various 
capacities since 1917 and I am glad of the years thus spent. The 
challenges and the occasional accomplishments have been reward - 
ing. Especially, I am grateful for the confidence, support and 
friendship you have given me. I have enjoyed the companionship 
of my colleagues on the commission and the cooperation of the 
competent and devoted staff in Washington and across the United 
States. 
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Under your leadwre':.,. great strides have been made in the 
whole atomic energy p'~r«minelectrical energy, medicine, agri- 
culture, industry, international cooperation, and basic science. 
While adding to our defensive strength with atomic weapons we 
have been able at the same time, by your inspiration, to convert 
the atom from a symbol solely of unrelieved fear to a great in- 
strumentality for peace, The remembrance of such part as I have 
been able to take in those events will be a continuing source of 
satisfaction to me and a reminder of my gratitude to you as a 
member of your Administration and as a citizen. 


Respectfully, 
LEWIS L, STRAUSS 


Dear Lewis: 

Because it serves to make firm and final your decision to con- 
clude your duties as chairman of the Atomic Energy Commission 
at the expiration of your present term, I am indeed sorry to have 
your letter of today. Notwithstanding the great regret that I feel 
over this, I must respect your decision, andI take some satisfac- 
tion that your unique qualifications will continue to be available 
to me as my Special Assistant to promote the programs for Atoms 
for Peace, The Secretary of State and I both believe it a truly 
valuable service that you can render inthis regard, and it will off- 
set in some measure the loss occasioned by your departure from 
the commission. Beyond this I canonly attempt to express, albeit 
poorly, the fullness of my gratitude for all that you have already 
accomplished. 

I am thankful that for the past five years the Atomic Energy 
Commission has had the benefit of your leadership, judgment, and 
vision. Like you, I regard the challenge of the atom as one that 
commands the keenest attention of all responsible officials. Your 
many contributions to developing the peaceful uses of the atom will 
long stand as a mark of the United States’ dedication to the further- 
ing of man’s welfare around the world. 

In the years ahead, I wish for you many opportunities to see 
the results of your work in spurring programs for civilian atomic 
power, and in making freely available the knowledge we have gained 
about all the peaceful uses of the atom. Having taken so significant 
a part in establishing the International Atomic Energy Agency and 
in initiating the International Scientific Conferences on Peaceful 
Uses, you should justifiably take much satisfaction from these suc- 
cesses, and I recount them because of my unshakable conviction 
that on this work is founded much of the world’s aspiraticns for a 
peaceful and prosperous future. 

Thanks also in large measure to your early awareness of the 
broadest military implications of nuclear science and to your 
contributions to our programs in this field, the United States and 
other free nations are more secure against the threat of attack. 
This added security is now serving as an essential contribution 
toward the achievement of an effective disarmament agreement 
which wiil strengthen further the prospects of a lasting peace. 
Here, too, your initiation of our system for detecting tests of nu- 
clear weapons is helping to provide a foundation for the reduction 
of armaments eagerly awaited by mankind. 

With warm personal regard, and with lasting appreciation on 
behalf of the Nation of your devoted service, 


As ever, 


DWIGHT D, EISENHOWER 


PAYMENT TO DENMARK 


The President June 6 issued the following statement after signing S 2448, which 
provided $5,296,302 in compensation for Danish ships requisitioned by the United States 
during World War II: 

I am particularly gratified that the Congress has enacted this 
legislation authorizing the full and final settlement of an extremely 
complicated problem that has been outstanding between the United 
States and Denmark for 17 years, Itis notable that the discussions 
between the two countries have throughout been characterized by 
an unremitting desire to arrive at a mutually acceptable settlement, 
and by the patience and understanding traditionally characterizing 
relations between the United States and Denmark, its close ally. 
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LETTER TO KHRUSHCHEV 


Following is the text of a letter from President Eisenhower to Nikita Khrushchey 
released by the White House June 10: 


Dear Mr. Chairman: 

I have your letter of May 30 and am glad to note you have ac- 
cepted my proposal that technical experts meet to study the possi- 
bility of detecting violations of a possible agreement on suspension 
of nuclear tests. These talks would be undertaken without com- 
mitment as to the final decision onthe relationship of nuclear test 
suspension to other more important disarmament measures I have 
proposed, 

I propose that these discussions begin on or about July | in 
Geneva. While we appreciate your offer to hold these talks in 
Moscow, we believe that Geneva would be preferable from our 
standpoint, and note that it would be acceptableto you. The Swiss 
government has agreed to this location. 

With respect to participation I suggest that initially at least we 
adhere to the concept expressed in your letter of May 9, 1958, 
where you say, ‘‘The Soviet government agrees to having both 
sides designate experts.’’ As indicated in my letter of May 24, 
1958, our side at this discussion will include experts from the 
United States, United Kingdom, France and possibly from other 
countries which have specialists with a thorough knowledge in the 
field of detecting nuclear tests, and we note that you have no ob- 
jection to this. With regard totheinclusion on your side of experts 
from Czechoslovakia and Poland, we have no objection to this, 
With respect to experts of nationalities not identified with either 
side, we have no objection in principle totheir joining later in the 
discussions if it is agreed during the course of the talks that this 
is necessary or useful from the point of view of the purposes of 
the technical talks. 

It may be possible for the experts to produce a final report 
within three or four weeks as you suggest. However, I believe that 
there should be enough flexibility in our arrangements to allow a 
little longer time if it is needed to resolve the complex technical 
issues involved. 

I propose that further arrangements for the meeting be handled 
through normal diplomatic channels. 

Sincerely, 


DWIGHT D, EISENHOWER 


HEMISPHERE PROBLEMS 


Following is the text of a June 5 letter from President Eisenhower to President 
Juscelino Kubitschek of Brazil: 


Dear Mr. President: 

This morning your ambassador delivered to methe letter you 
wrote under date of May 28, I found it intensely interesting, 

To my mind you have described accurately both the existing 
situation and the desirability of corrective action, I am delighted, 
therefore, that you have taken the initiative in this matter. 

While Your Excellency did not suggest any specific program 
to improve Pan-American understanding, it seems to me that our 
two governments should consult together as soon as possible with 
a view to approaching other members of the Pan-American com- 
munity, and starting promptly on measures that would produce 
throughout the continent a reaffirmation of devotion to Pan- Ameri- 
canism, and better planning in promoting the common interests 
and welfare of our several countries. There is a wide range of 
subjects to be discussed and explored, including, for example, the 
problem of implementing more fully Declaration of Solidarity of the 
Tenth Inter-American Conference held &t Caracas in 1954. 

Because I deem this matter soimportant, I am instructing Mr. 
Roy Richard Rubottom Jr., Assistant Secretary of State for Inter- 
American Affairs, to deliver my letter to you personally in Rio de 
Janeiro, to explore with you further your thinkingon these matters. 
Your thoughts and ideas thus obtained at first hand can be the sub- 
ject of further consultation through normal diplomatic channels, 
preparatory to a later visit to Brazil by the Secretary of State. 
With your concurrence, Mr. Rubottom w'll make final arrangements 
with your government for the timing of Secretary Dulles’ visit. 

With assurance of my highest consideration, and with best 
wishes for the continued well-being of Your Excellency and of the 
Brazilian people, I remain, 

Sincerely, 


DWIGHT D, EISENHOWER 
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PUBLIC LAWS 


Public Law 439 

HR 10746 -- Department of Interior appropriations for fiscal 1959. KIRWAN (D Ohio) 
-- 2/14/58 -- House Appropriations reported Feb. 14, 1958, House passed Feb. 
18, 1958. Senate Appropriations reported April 28, 1958. Senate passed, amend- 
ed, April 30, 1958. House agreed to conference report May 22, 1958. Senate 
agreed to conference report May 26, 1958, President signed June 4, 1958. 

Public Law 440 

HR 8071 -- Authorize Secretary of the Army to convey an easement over certain U.S. 
property located in Princess Anne County, Va., known as Fort Story Military 
Reservation, to the Norfolk Southern Railway Co. in exchange for other lands 
and ts of said company. ROBESON (D Va.) -- /11/57 -- House Armed 
Services reported March 26, 1958. House passed April 21, 1958. Senate Armed 
Services reported May 8, 1958. Senate passed May 21, 1958. President signed 
June 4, 1958. 

Public Law 441 

HR 12065 -- Authorize temporary ploy 
their benefit rights under existing I 








t benefits for individuals who exhaust 
ployment compensation laws, and for indi- 
viduals who were employed in d employment. MILLS (D Ark.) -- 
4/22/58 -- House Ways and Means reported April 23, 1958. House passed May 
1, 1958, Senate Finance reported May 22, 1958, Senate passed May 28, 1958, 
President signed June 4, 1958. 
Public Law 442 
S J Res 171 -- (H J Res 614) -- Authorize $4 billion increase in the amount of 
mortgages the Federal Housing Administration may insure, SPARKMAN (D Ala.) 
and Capehart (R Ind.) -- 5/12/58 -- Senate Banking and Currency reported May 
20, 1958. Senate passed May 28, 1958. House passed June 2, 1958, President 
signed June 4, 1958. 
Public Law 443 
HR 8490 -- Amend Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938, as ded, re rice ge 
allotments. THOMPSON (D Texas) -- 7/1/57 -- House Agriculture reported Aug. 
22, 1957. House passed Aug. 29, 1957. Senate Agriculture and Forestry reported 
May 15, 1958. Senate passed, amended, May 21, 1958. House agreed to Senate 
amendment May 23, 1958. President signed June 4, 1958. 
Public Law 444 











HR 4215 -~ Amend the Organic Act of Guam, sections 22 and 24, re courts and judges. 


O'BRIEN (D N.Y.) -- 1/31/57 -- House Interior and Insular Affairs reported 
July 31, 1957, House passed Feb, 5, 1958. Senate Interior and Insular Affairs 
reported May 14, 1958. Senate passed May 21, 1958. President signed June 4, 


1958. : 

Public Law 445 

H J Res 378 -- Designate the week beginning June 30, 1958, as National Safe 
Boating Week, CHAMBERLAIN (R Mich.) -- 6/19/57 -- House Judiciary 
reported July 5, 1957, House passed July 15, 1957. Senate Judiciary reported 
May 19, 1958. Senate passed, amended, May 21, 1958. House agreed to Sen- 
ate amendments May 22, 1958. President signed June 4, 1958. 


Public Law 446 

HR 12356 -- Amend the Act entitled "An Act to authorize and direct construction of 
bridges over the Potomac River, and for other purposes" approved Aug. 30, 1954, 
re District of Columbia, change in location of Potomac River Bridge. McMILLAN 
(D S.C.) -- 5/6/58 -- House District of Columbia reported May 14, 1958. House 
passed May 19, 1958, Senate District of Columbia reported May 21, 1958. Senate 
passedMay 26, 1958, President signed June 4, 1958. 

Public Law 447 

HR 9738 -- Authorize Secretary of the Navy to convey to city of Macon, Ga., a 
parcel of land in said city containing five and thirty-nine one hundredths acres. 
VINSON (D Ga.) -- 1/7/58 -- House Armed Services reported March 26, 1958. 
House passed April 21, 1958. Senate Armed Services reported May 8, 1958. 
Senate passed May 21, 1958. President signed June 4, 1958. 

Public Law 448 

$ J Res 166 -- Authorize an appropriation to enable the U.S. to extend invitetion to 
International Civil Aviation Organization to hold the 12th session of its assembly 
in the U.S. in 1959. MAGNUSON (D Waesh.) -- 4/25/58 -- Senate Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce reported May 14, 1958. Senate passed May 19, 1958. 
House Foreign Affairs reported May 23, 1958, House passed May 26, 1958. 
President signed June 4, 1958. 

Public Law 449 

H J Res 586 -- Authorize the designation of the week beginning on Oct. 13, 1958, 
as National Olympic Week. McCORMACK (D Mass.) -- 3/27/58 -- House 
Judiciary reported May 5, 1958. House passed May 5, 1958, Senate Judiciary 
reported May 14, 1958. Senate passed May 21, 1958. President signed June 4, 
1958, 

Public Law 450 

S 2448 -- Authorize a payment to Government of Denmark re Danish ships. GREEN 
(D R.1.) -- 7/2/57 -- Senate Foreign Relations reported July 2, 1957. Senate 
passed July 3, 1957. House Foreign Affairs reported July 5, 1957. House passed 
May 28, 1958, President signed June 6, 1958. 

Public Law 451 

HR 12377 -- Authorize District of Columbia C 's to borrow funds for capital 
improvement programs and to amend provisions of law re Federal Government 
participation in meeting costs of maintaining the Nation's Capital City. SMITH 
(D Va.) -- 5/7/58 -- House District of Columbia reported May 14, 1958, House 
passed May 19, 1958, Senate District of Columbia reported May 21, 1958, Sen- 
ate passed May 26, 1958, President signed June 6, 1958. 

Public Law 452 

HR 7870 -- Amend Act of July 1, 1955, to authorize an additional $10 million for 
completion of the Inter-American Highway. FALLON (D Md.) -- 6/3/57 -- 
House Public Works reported July 31, 1957, House passed March 13, 1958. 
Senate Public Works reported May 21, 1958. Senate passed May 26, 1958. 
President signed June 6, 1958. 





BILLS INTRODUCED 


CQ’s eight subject categories and their subdivisions: 


. AGRICULTURE 

- APPROPRIATIONS 

. EDUCATION & WELFARE 
Education & Housing 
Health & Welfare 

. FOREIGN POLICY 


7. MISC, & ADMINISTRATIVE 
Astronautics & Atomic Energy 
Commemorative 
Congress, Constitution, 

Civil Rights 
Government Operations 
Immigration Indians, D.C., Territories 
International Affairs Judicial Procedures 
- LABOR Lands, Public Works, Resources 
. MILITARY & VETERANS Post Office & Civil Service 
Armed Services & Defense 8, TAXES & ECONOMIC POLICY 
Veterans Business & Commerce 
Taxes & Tariffs 


Within each category are Senate bills inchronological order followed 
by House bills in chronological order. Bills are described as follows: 
Bill number, brief description of provisions, sponsor’s name, date 
introduced and committee to which bill was assigned. Bills sponsored 
by more than one Senator are listed under the first sponsor, with addi- 
tional sponsors listed. Private bills are not listed. 


In the House identical bills are sponsored by several Members but 
each bill has only one sponsor and one number. In such cases only the 
first bill introduced -- that with the lowest bill number -- is described 
in full. Bills introduced subsequently during the period and identical 
in nature are cited back to the earliest bills. Private bills are not listed, 








TALLY OF BILLS 


The number of measures -- Public bills listed this week: 
public and private -- introduced 
in the 85th Congress from Jan. Bills 
3, 1957, through June 6, 1958. S 3928 - 3961 

HR 12748 - 12835 


Senate House | Resolutions 
Bills 3,961 12,839 S J Res 178 


Joint Resolutions 178 623 S Con Res - none 


S Res 312 
Concurrent 
Resolutions 339 H J Res 621-623 


91 
Simple Resolutions 312 587 ~ awe —~ 338-339 
TOTAL 4,542 14,388 
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Bills -2 


1. Agriculture 


SENATE 


S$ 3930 -- Amend section 416 of Agricultural Act of 1949, as amended, WILEY (R 
Wis.) -- 6/3/58 -- Senate Agriculture and Forestry. 

S$ 3940 -- Amend Soil Bank Act, YOUNG (R N.D.) -- "5/4/58 -- Senate Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

$ 3955 -- Authorize Secretary of Agriculture to exchange land and improvements with 
city of Redding, Shasta County, Calif, KUCHEL (R Calif.) -- 6/6/58 -- Senate 
Agriculture and Forestry. 


HOUSE 


HR 12775 -- Amend Packers and Stockyards Act, 1921, and Federal Trade Commis- 
sion Act, DIXON (R Utah) -- 6/3/58 -- House Agriculture . 

HR 12781 -- Enable American farmers to conduct their own programs; to establish 
production and marketing goals at prices fair to consumers and profitable to 
farmers, McCARTHY (D Minn.) -- 6/3/58 -- House Agriculture . 

HR 12797 -- Amend Bankhead-Jones Farm Tenant Act to provide that an individual 
commencing the operation of a fruit-tree farm be eligible for operating loans 

, not ding any off-farm employment, during such initial period 
as may be necessary for trees to come into production, GRIFFIN (R Mich.) (by 
request) -- 6/4/58 -- House Agriculture . 

HR 12800 == Similar to HR 12775, MACK (D Ill.) -- 6/4/58. 

HR 12809 -- Similar to HR 12775, HOLIFIELD (D Calif.) -- 6/4/58, 


2. Appropriations 


HOUSE 





HR 12799 -- Appropriate moneys for a survey of Little Calumet River, Ill., and Ind. 


McVEY (R Ill) == 6/4/58 -= House Appropriations. 
3. Education and Welfare 
EDUCATION & HOUSING 
SENATE 


S 3932 -- Provide for Federal assistance for construction and expansion of public com- 
munity junior colleges. YARBOROUGH (D Texas) -- 5/3/58 -- House Labor and 
Public Welfare . 


HOUSE 


HR 12752 -- Amend title IV of Housing Act of 1950 to increase amount available 
for housing loans to educational institutions and hospitals, and to authorize loans 
to educational institutions for classroom buildings and other academic facilities. 
RAINS (D Ala.) -- 5/2/58 -- House Banking and Currency. 

HR 12753 -- Similar to HR 12752, ADDONIZIO (D N.J.) -- 6/2/58. 

HR 12754 -- Similar to HR 12752, BARRETT (D Pa.) -- 5/2/58. 

HR 12755 -- Similar to HR 12752, SULLIVAN (D Mo.) -- 6/2/58. 

HR 12756 -- Similar to HR 12752, ASHLEY (D Ohio) -- 6/2/58. 

HR 12806 -- Amend title | of Housing Act of 1949 to increase relocation payments 
and assistance to those displaced by urban renewal projects, TELLER (D N.Y.) 
-- 6/4/58 -- House Banking and Currency. 


HEALTH & WELFARE 
SENATE 


S 3946 -- Amend provisions of Public Health Service Act re grants for hospital constru- 
ction to include institutions for care and treatment of mentally retarded, YAR- 
BOROUGH (D Texas), Proxmire (D Wis.) -- 6/5/58 -- Senate Labor and Public 
Welfare . 

$ 3961 -- Provide credit under title Il of Social Security Act for certain employees in 
State of Alabama, SPARKMAN (D Ala.), Hill (D Alo.) -- 6/6/58 -- Senate 
Finance. 


HOUSE 


HR 12757 -- Amend title II of Social Security Act to reduce from 62 to 55 the age at 
which widows’ benefits become payable thereunder. ROOSEVELT (D Calif.) -- 
6/2/58 -- House Ways and Means. 

HR 12778 -- Authorize establishment of a youth camp recreation program for indigent 
children, LIBONATI (D Ill.) -- 6/3/58 -- House Education and Labor . 

HR 12784 -- Protect public health by amending Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
to prohibit use in food of chemical additives which have not been adequately 
tested to establish their safety. OSMERS (R N.J.) -- 6/3/58 -- House Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

HR 12804 -- Promote safety in transportation by motor vehicle in interstate commerce 
by assisting States to conduct research into and maintain facilities for driver train- 
ing programs, ROBERTS (D Ala.) -- 6/4/58 -- House Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 
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HR 12821 -- Require Surgeon General to undertake a special research program re 
cystic fibrosis, BROOMFIELD (R Mich.) -- 6/5/58 -~ House Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

HR 12822 -- Establish an effective program to alleviate conditions of substantial and 

tent t and underemployment in certain economically depressed 
went. BYRNE (D Pa.) .) ~~ 6/5/58 -- House Banking and Currency. 

HR 12823 -~ Provide in Department of Health, Education, and Welfare for a loan 
service of captioned films for the deaf, HOLT (R Calif.) -- 6/5/58 -- House 
Education and Labor , 

HR 12831 -- Amend title 18 of U.S.C. to prohibit certain acts involving importation, 
transportation, possession, or use of explosives. ROOSEVELT (D Calif.) -- 
6/5/58 -- House Judiciary. 

HR 12834 -- Increase amounts authorized to be appropriated for each fiscal year 
for programs of maternal and child health services, services for crippled children, 
and child welfare services provided for by title V of Social Security Act. Mc 
CARTHY (D Minn.) -- 5/5/58 -- House Ways and Means. 


4. Foreign Policy 


IMMIGRATION 





SENATE 


S 3942 -- For relief of certain aliens distressed as the result of natural calamity in 
Azores Islands, PASTORE (D R.1.) -- 6/4/58 -- Senate Judiciary. 


HOUSE 


HR 12796 -- Authorize issuance of 1,000 special nonquota immigrant visas to certain 
aliens who were residing in Azores Islands on Jan, 1, 1958, FORAND (D R.1.) 
-- 6/4/58 -- House Judiciary. 


INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS 
SENATE 


S 3944 -- Authorize negotiation of a compact between State of Minnesota and the 
Province of Manitoba, Canada, for development of a highway to provide access 
to northwest angle in such State, THYE (R Minn.) -- 5/5/58 -- Senate Foreign 
Relations, 


HOUSE 


HR 12773 -- Amend section 34 of Trading With the Enemy Act to expedite final 
determination of debt claims filed thereunder, BURNS (D Hawaii) -- 6/3/58 
-- House Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

H J Res 622 -- Authorize President to invite States of Union and foreign countries to 
participate in Third Annual United States World Trade Fair to be held in New 
York City, N.Y., from May 8 to May 19, 1959, TELLER (D N.Y.) -- 6/3/58 
-- House Foreign Affairs, 

H Con Res 338 -- Express sense of Congress re submission of a peace formula by 
President of the U.S. during the next summit conference between the U.S. and 
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, ANFUSO (D N.Y.) -- 5/2/58 -- 
House Foreign Affairs. 


5. Labor 
SENATE 


S 3954 -- Provide for registration and regulation of labor unions, to insure their 
financial regularity and maintenance of democratic processes and procedures by 
members thereof, to amend the Labor-Management Relations Act, 1947.,GOLD- 
WATER (R Ariz.) -- 6/6/58 -- Senate Labor and Public Welfare. 


HOUSE 


HR 12782 -= Prohibit unjust discrimination in employment because of age, MILLER 
(R N.Y.) -- 6/3/58 -- House Education and Labor . 


6. Military and Veterans 
ARMED SERVICES & DEFENSE 
HOUSE 


HR 12783 -- Authorize Secretary of Defense to provide Congressional Medal of 
Honor holders with appropriate uniforms and insignia according to their rank and 
branch of service, MOORE (R W.Va.) -- 6/3/58 -- House Armed Services. 

HR 12801 -- Promote national defense by providing for reorganization of Department 
of Defense, MARTIN (R Mass.) -- 6/4/58 -- House Armed Services. 

HR 12827 -- Extend provisions of title Ill of Federal Civil Defense Act of 1950, as 
amended, VINSON (D Ga.) -- 6/5/58 -- House Armed Services. 





VETERANS 
HOUSE 


HR 12779 -- Extend certain rights, benefits, and privileges granted to veterans of 
service in Armed Forces of the U.S. to certain citizens of the U.S. who served 
in active military or naval service of any government allied with the U.S. dur- 
ing World War |, and to their dependents, McCARTHY (D Minn.) -- 6/3/58 -- 
House Veterans’ Affairs . 

HR 12826 -- Amend section 1592 of Veterans’ Benefits Act of 1957 to provide for 
disposition of certain benefits which are unpaid at the death of the intended 
beneficiary, TEAGUE (D Texas) -- 6/5/58 -- House Veterans’ Affairs. 


7. Miscellaneous-Administrative 
ASTRONAUTICS & ATOMIC ENERGY 
NO INTRODUCTIONS 
COMMEMORATIVE 
SENATE 


§ J Res 178 -- Authorize the President of the U.S.A. to proclaim February 8-14, 
1959, as National Children's Dental Health Week. MURRAY (D Mont.) -- 
6/2/58 -- Senate Judiciary. 


HOUSE 


H J Res 621 -- Provide that final resting place in Memorial Amphitheater of the 
National Cemetery at Arlingtcn, Va., of the three unknown American servicemen 
of World War |, World War Il, and the Korean conflict shall continue to be 
known as the Tomb of the Unknown Soldier. CHURCH (R Ill.) -- 5/3/58 -- 

House Armed Services. 

H J Res 623 -- Authorize President of the U.S.A. to proclaim Feb, 8-14, 1959 as 
National Children's Dental Health Week , FORRESTER (D Ga.) -- 5/4/58 -- 
House Judiciary. 

H Con Res 339 -- Authorize and request the President to proclaim a Good Neighbor 
Day during 1958. GRIFFIN (R Mich.) (by request) -- 6/4/58 -- House Judiciary. 


CONGRESS, CONSTITUTION, CIVIL RIGHTS 


SENATE 


§ 3947 -- Amend Civil Rights Act of 1957 to provide that Civil Rights Commission 
shall have until June 32, 1960, to submit its report, findings and recommenda- 
tions, JAVITS (R N.Y.) -- 6/5/58 -- Senate Foreign Relations. 

S Res 312 -- Establish a Select Committee on Foreign Economic Policy, NEUBERGER 
(D Ore .), Green (D R.1.), Hill (D Ala.), Sparkman (D Ala.), Kennedy, (D 
Mass.), Javits (R N.Y.), Long (D La.), Clark (D Pa.), Humphrey (D Minn.) -- 
6/3/58 -- Senate Fo: ign Relations. 


HOUSE 


HR 12793 -- Provide for preservation of audio recordings of historical importance. 
COLLIER (R Ill.) -- 6/4/58 -- House Administration, 

H Res 587 -- Call for investigation of tary and debt 9 
MAN (D Texas) -- 6/2/58 -- House Rules. 

H Res 588 -- Elect Representative McCormack Speaker pro tempore of House of 
Representatives. PRICE (D Ill.) -~ 5/3/58. 





t policies, PAT- 


GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS 


SENATE 
$ 3937 -- Facilitate discovery and recovery by States of unclaimed personal property 
in custody of Federal agencies, HUMPHREY (D Minn.), Javits (R N.Y.) -- 
6/4/58 -- Senate Government Operations 


HOUSE 

HR 12785 -- Amend Employment Act of 1946 to provide for inclusion of di 
tions concerning monetary policies in the President's program, and to bring to 
bear an informed public opinion upon proposed inflationary price increases. 
REUSS (D Wis.) -- 6/3/58 -- House Government Operations. 

HR 12835 -~ Extend for 2 years the period for which payments in lieu of taxes may be 
made with respect to certain real property transferred by the Reconstruction 
Finance Corporation and its subsidiaries to other Government departments . 
MACDONALD (D Mass.) -- 6/5/58 -- House Government Operations. 





INDIANS, D.C., TERRITORIES 
SENATE 


$ 3928 -- Amend act entitled "An act to consolidate the Police Court of the District 
of Columbia and the Municipal Court of the District of Columbia, to be known 
as 'the Municipal Court for the District of Columbia,' to create 'the Municipal 
Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia' and for other purposes," approved 
April 1, 1942, as amended. BIBLE (D Nev.) -~ 6/2/58 -- Senate District of 
Columbia. 


Bills -3 


$ 3929 -- Amend District of Columbia Busi C tion Act, BIBLE (D Nev.) -- 
6/2/58 -- Senate District of Columbia. 

S$ 3941 -- Amend Motor Vehicle Safety Responsibility Act of D.C., approved May 
25, 1954, BIBLE (D Nev.) -- 6/4/58 -- Senate District of Columbia. 

S 3949 -- Add certain public domain lands in Nevada to the Summit Lake Indian 
Reservation, MALONE (R Nev.) -- 6/5/58 -- Senate Interior and Insular Af- 
fairs. 

S 3957 -- Amend District of Columbia Teachers’ Salary Act of 1955. BIBLE (D Nev.) 
(by request) -- 6/6/58 -- Senate District of Columbia . ; 





P 


HOUSE 


HR 12750 -- Amend PL. 959, 84th Congress, a bill re employment of adult Indians 
on certain Indian reservations, BERRY (R S.D.) -- 6/2/58 -- House Interior and 
Insular Affairs . 

HR 12790 -- Restore to Cheyenne River Sioux Tribal ownership certain land located 
in Dewey County, $.D, BERRY (R S.D.) -- 6/4/58 -- House Interior and In- 
sular Affairs, 

HR 12791 -- Authorize Commissioner of Public Lands with concurrence of the Gover- 
nor of the Territory of Hawaii to amend a special sale agreement to Kiyoshi 
Kimata . BURNS (D Hawaii) -- 6/4/58 -- House Interior and Insular Affairs . 

HR 12792 -- Authorize and direct Commissioner of Public Lands of Territory of 
Hawaii to exchange lands for claimants’ rights in and to Mokuea Fishery, 
Honolulu, T.H. BURNS (D Hawaii) -- 5/4/58 -- House Interior and Insular 
Affairs. 

HR 12825 -- Amend Revised Organic Act of the Virgin Islands, O'BRIEN (D N.Y.) 
-- $/5/58 -- House Interior and Insular Affairs. 

HR 12829 -- Set aside certain lands in Washington for Indians of the Quinault Tribe . 
MACK (R Wash.) -- 6/5/58 -- House Interior and Insular Affairs . 


JUDICIAL PROCEDURES 
SENATE 


S 3938 -- Amend act of August 12, 1955, P.L. 378, 84th Congress (69 Stat. 707), 
to provide that certain claims for losses sustained in Texas City disaster, which 
have not been settled, may be settled by the Secretary of the Army, YAR- 
BOROUGH (D Texas) -- 6/4/58 -- Senate Judiciary. 

S 3948 -- Punish the use of interstate commerce in furtherance of conspiracies to 
commit organized crime offenses against any of the several States, JAVITS (R 
N.Y.) -- 6/5/58 -- Senate Judiciary, 

S 3952 -- Amend section 1073 of title 18 of U.S.C. to provide for punishment of 
any individual who travels in interstate or foreign commerce to avoid prosecu- 
tion or punishment for indecent molestation of a minor, CASE (R $.D.) -- 
6/6/58 -- Senate Judiciary. 


LANDS, PUBLIC WORKS, RESOURCES 
SENATE 


S 3953 -- Revise, codify, and enact into law, title 23 of the U.S.C. entitled 
"Highways". CASE (R S.D.) -- 5/6/58 -- Senate Public Works. 


HOUSE 


HR 12770 -- Provide for application and disposition of net revenues from the power 
development on the Grand Valley Federal reclamation project, Colorado. 
ASPINALL (D Colo.) -- 6/3/58 -- House Interior and Insular Affairs. 

HR 12772 -- Amend act of September 7, 1950, to authorize Secretary of Commerce 
to reimburse owners and tenants of lands acquired for Chantilly Airport for their 
moving expenses, BROYHILL (R Va.) -- 6/3/58 -- House Interstate and Foreign 

ree, 

HR 12776 -- Revise, codify, and enact into law, title 23 of the U.S.C., entitled 
"Highways". FALLON (D Md.) -- 5/3/58 -- House Judiciary . 

HR 12777 -- Similar to HR 12776, McGREGOR (R Ohio) -- 6/3/58. 

HR 12805 -- Repeal subsection (c) of Mineral Leasing Act of Feb, 25, 1920 (30 
U.S.C, 202), ROGERS (D Texas) -- 6/4/58 -- House Interior and Insular 
Affairs. 

HR 12808 -- Amend Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1958 to extend for an additional 2 
years the estimate of cost of completing the Interstate System, FALLON (D Md.) 
~~ 6/4/58 -- House Public Works. 

HR 12828 -- Amend act of May 25, 1926, as amended, to require certain distribution 
and approval of new public building projects. DAVIS (D Tenn.) -- 6/5/58 -- 
House Public Works. 

HR 12832 -- Amend Interstate Commerce Act to strengthen and improve the national 
transportation system, HARRIS (D Ark.) -- /5/58 -- House Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce . 


POST OFFICE & CIVIL SERVICE 
SENATE 
S$ 3960 -- Authorize Postmaster General to provide for transportation of mail, and 


for services in connection therewith by motor vehicle carriers. CHURCH (D 
Idaho) -- 6/6/58 -- Senate Post Office and Civil Service. 
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Bills - 4 
HOUSE 

HR 12774 -- Provide compensation for extra duties assigned to postal employ 
CORBETT (R Pa.) -- 6/3/58 -- House Post Office and Civil Service, 

HR 12824 --~ Provide for extension of rural mail delivery service, McINTOSH (R 
Mich.) -- 6/5/58 -- House Post Office and Civil Service. 

HR 12830 -- Authorize Postmaster General to provide for transportation of mail, and 
for services in connection therewith by motor vehicle carriers. MORRISON (D 
La.) -- 6/5/58 -- House Post Office and Civil Service. 


8. Taxes and Economic Policy 
BUSINESS & COMMERCE 





SENATE 


S 3939 -- Amend section 1105 (b) of title XI (Federal Ship Mortgage Insurance) of 
the Merchant Marine Act, 1936, as amended, to implement the pledge of faith 
clause, MAGNUSON (D Wash.) (by request) -- 5/4/58 -- Senate Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce . 

S 3951 -- Amend act of June 7, 1897, as amended, and section 4233A of Revised 
Statutes, to authorize Secretary of the Treasury to prescribe day signals for 
certain vessels. MAGNUSON (D Wash.) (by request) -- 6/6/58 -- Senate Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, 


HOUSE 


HR 12748 -- Amend Shipping Act, 1916, ALLEN (R Calif.) (by request) -- 5/2/58 -- 
House Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

HR 12751 -= Similar to HR 12748, BONNER (D N.C.) (by request) -- 5/2/58. 

HR 12758 -- Similar to HR 12748, TOLLEFSON (R Wash.) (by request) -- 6/2/58. 

HR 12785 -- Amend Federal Trade Commission Act, as amended, and amend act en- 
titled "An act to protect trade and commerce against unlawful restraints and 

polies," approved July 2, 1890, for purpose of prohibiting loss leader sales. 

MACDONALD (D Mass.) -- 6/3/58 -- House Interstate and Foreign Commerce . 

HR 12794 -= Similar to HR 12748, DELLAY (D N.J.) -- 6/4/58. 

HR 12795 -- Similar to HR 1278, DOLLINGER (D N.Y.) -- $/4/58. 





HR 12798 -- Provide a moratorium on mortgage payments for certain mortgagors who 
are unemployed and unable to make such payments through no fault of their own, 
LESINSKI (D Mich.) -- 6/4/58 -- House Banking and Currency. 

HR 12802 -- Amend Bankruptcy Act re limiting priority and nondischargeability of 
taxes in bankruptcy, NIMTZ (R Ind.) -- 6/4/58 -- House Judiciary. 

HR 12803 -- Amend section 382 of Communications Act of 1934 to provide an exemp- 
tion from requirements of port III of title Ill of such act in case of certain ferries . 
RAY (R N.Y.) (by request) -- 6/4/58 -- House Interstate and Foreign Commerce . 

HR 12807 -- Amend Small Business Act of 1953 to provide low-cost loans for those 

gaged in a busi dislocated by a project under title | of Housing Act of 1949, 
TELLER (D N.Y.) -- 6/4/58 -- House Banking and Currency. 

HR 12819 -- Amend Federal Credit Union Act, ANDERSON (D Mont.) -- 6/5/58 -- 
House Banking and Currency. 

HR 12820 -- Amend act of June 7, 1897, as amended, and section 4233A of Revised 
Statutes, to authorize Secretary of Treasury to prescribe day signals for certain 
vessels, BONNER (D N.C.) -- 6/5/58 -- House Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 





TAXES & TARIFFS 
HOUSE 


HR 12749 -- Amend section 37 of Internal Revenue Code of 1954 to equalize for all 
taxpayers the amount which may be taken into account in computing retirement 
income credit thereunder , BAKER (R Tenn.) -- 6/2/58 -- House Ways and Means. 

HR 12771 -- Restore (for 1 year) the duties on aluminum and aluminum products 
established in the Tariff Act of 1930. BAKER (R Tenn.) -- 6/3/58 -- House Ways 
and Means. 

HR 12780 -- Amend Internal Revenue Code of 1954 to provide tax relief for umall 
business, McCARTHY (D Minn.) -- 6/3/58 -- House Ways and Means. 

HR 12810 -- Amend Internal Revenue Code of 1954 to provide that wages paid by 
Stetes and political subdivisions to individuals employed on relief projects 
shall not be subject to the withholding tax, REUSS (D Wis.) -- 6/4/58 -- 

House Ways and Means. 

HR 12811 -~ Similar to HR 12810, ZABLOCKI (D Wis.) -- 6/4/58. 

HR 12833 -~ Amend section 501 (c) of Internal Revenue Code of 1954 to exempt from 
the Federal income tax certain nonprofit voluntary employees’ beneficiary asso- 
ciations where admission is limited to individuals who are officers or employees 
of State or local governments, LIPSCOMB (R Calif.) -- 6/5/58 -- House Ways 
and Means. 








Committee Briefs 


ECONOMIC REPORT 


The Joint Economic Committee June 9 released a 
staff analysis of the current economic situation and out- 
look. The analysis stated, ‘‘Economic activity has con- 
tinued to decline and there are as yet few signs of an early 
upturn.’”’ 

On the basis of recent trends Mthe current recession 
and experiences in past recessions, the study concluded 
that ‘‘recovery is unlikely to be completed before mid- 
1959 at the earliest and might not be achieved until late 
in 1960,”’ 

On the various specific phases of the economy, the 
study found: gross national product ir 1958 would prob- 
ably decline to $421 billion, which would be $8 billion to 
$24 billion lower than earlier studies had indicated; busi- 
ness spending, down 14 percent since the third quarter of 
1957, might dip as much as 20percent by the end of 1958; 
Government expenditures were rising -- state and local 
by $3 billion per year and Federal by about $2 billion per 
year; although food prices were up, the average prices 
of all other commodities had been falling for several, 
months, 

On unemployment, the study forecast that the jobless 
total was likely to average at least 7 percent of the labor 
force or about five million persons until mid-1951. An 
‘optimistic’? assumption placed unemployment in the first 
quarter of 1959 at five million to five and a half million. 
A less rapid recovery, the study said, might mean seven 
million unemployed in the first quarter of 1959. 
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ALASKA, HAWAII STATEHOOD 


Senate Majority Leader Lyndon B, Johnson (D Texas) 
June 10 said the Senate would consider the Alaska state- 
hood bill (HR 7999) within 10-14 days. 

The House Interior and Insular Affairs Committee’s 
scheduled June 11 consideration of the Hawaii statehood 
bill (HR 49) was postponed until June 18. 


ARMY STRENGTH 


Secretary of Defense Neil H. McElroy June 6 told 
the Senate Appropriations Defense Department Subcom- 
mittee there was no need for the additional Army man- 
power voted by the House June 5. The House added $99 
million to the defense appropriation bill (HR 12738) to 
finance a 900,000-man Army rather than the 870,000- 
man force recommended by the President. Even if the 
Senate approved the additional funds, McElroy said, the 
Administration would not consider the action a ‘‘ mandate’ 
requiring that the money be spent. ArmySecretary Wilber 
M. Brucker and Army Chief of Staff Gen. Maxwell D. 
Taylor June 9 said they favored a force of 925,000. 
(Weekly Report p. 726) 


TEXTILE INDUSTRY PROBE 


William H. Miernyk, Northeastern University eco- 
nomics professor, June 10 was named consultant to the 
Senate Interstate and ForeignCommerce Special Subcom- 
mittee to Study the Textile Industry. Subcommittee mem- 
bers, appointed May 19, are Sens. John O. Pastore (D 
R,I.), chairman; Alan Bible (D Nev.), Strom Thurmond 
(D S.C.), William A, Purtell (R Conn.), Frederick G. 
Payne (R Maine) and Norris Cotton (R N.H.). 
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STEVENSON PROPOSALS 


Adlai E, Stevenson, titular head of the Democratic 
party, in a June 8 commencement address at Michigan 
State University outlined a program to ineet the ‘‘creeping 
crisis’’ of the free world economy. Stevenson said the 
United States should ‘‘steadily and consistently...take up 
the creditor role which our predecessors in Europe are 
putting down.’’ He proposed creation of a committee of 
experts, similar to the group that laid the groundwork for 
the Marshall Plan in 1947, to ‘‘prepare an agenda for the 
regeneration of the free world economy upon which the 
nations can agree and act -- joint measures to secure 
sustained growth, joint negotiations for a low tariff or free 
trade area, joint undertaking of a long-term aid and in- 
vestment program and joint agreement on adequate work- 
ing capital for world trade and convertibility.’’ Stevenson 
also proposed: 

An International Medical Research and Health Year, 
similar to the International Geophysical Year, ‘‘as another 
way for the world to cooperate for survival instead of 
destruction.’’ 

An end to the testing of nuclear weapons based on 
reasonable agreement with Russia on inspection methods. 

Acceptance by the West of ‘‘the principle of Soviet 
equality in power.... If both sides are content with power 
equality, then to reduce forces and limit nuclear weapons 
become matters of arithmetic and enforcement, not of 
prestige and political influence in the world.”’ 


EISENHOWER PROGRAM 


Fifteen Republican Congressmen who breakfasted 
with President Eisenhower June 6 reported that he had laid 
down “four commandments’”’ for legislative action during 
the current session: enactment of the Administration- 
backed Reciprocal Trade Act extension bill (HR 12591); 
passage of the defense reorganization plan (HR 12541) 
amended to conform with the President’s criticisms; ap- 
proval of the foreign aid program (HR 12181); and a ‘‘rea- 
sonable’’ attitude on anti-recession legislation. (Weekly 
Report p. 761, 762) 


STRAUSS REPLACEMENT 


The White House June 5 announced that Lewis L. 
Strauss would retire as chairman of the Atomic Energy 
Commission upon completion of his five-year term June 
30. President Eisenhower, who had offered Strauss an- 
other term, accepted the resignation with ‘‘great regret’’ 
but said he took ‘‘some satisfaction’’ from Strauss’ agree- 
ment to serve in a new post, as special Presidential as- 
sistant in charge of promoting the atoms-for-peace pro- 
gram, (For exchange of letters see Weekly Report p. 751) 

Mr. Eisenhower June 6 nominated John A. McCone, 
Los Angeles engineer and industrialist, to succeed 
Strauss. McCone, 56-year-old Republican, served inthe 
Defense Department during the Truman Administration. 
The White House said designation of a new AEC chair- 
man would be delayed until McCone’s nomination was 
confirmed. 


ECONOMIC OUTLOOK 


Government statistics indicated a mixed economic 
outlook as Administration leaders continued to predict 
substantial economic recovery by the end of the year and 
some Members of Congress continued to press for anti- 
recession tax cuts. 

The Commerce and Labor Departments June 6 re- 
ported that unemployment dropped 216,000 in May toa 
total of 4,904,000, the first decline in nine months, The 
seasonally adjusted unemployment rate was 7.2 percent 
of the civilian labor force, compared to 7.5 percent in 
April. May employment figures rose by 1,154,000 to a 
total of 64,061,000. (Weekly Report p. 548) 

Meanwhile estimates of business spending on new 
plants and equipment declined. The Commerce Depart- 
ment and Securities and Exchange Commission June 8 re- 
leased figures showing that business expected to spend 
$30.7 billion on plant and equipment this year. It spent 
$37 billion in 1957, and earlier estimates were for $32 
billion in 1958. 

Secretary of Commerce Sinclair Weeks June 10said 
recent business statistics ‘‘have looked better than at any 
time since the decline started last year.’’ 

Sen. Paul H. Douglas (DII1.) June3 said he had asked 
the Senate Finance Committee to hold public hearings on 
general tax reduction in connection with a House passed 
bill (HR 12695) to extend existing corporate and excise 
taxes. Sen. George A. Smathers (D Fla.) June 3 called for 
repeal of the excise taxes on freight and passenger travel. 
He said 46 Senators favored the proposal, which he 
planned to offer as an amendment to HR 12695. (Weekly 
Report p. 727) 


SUPPLEMENTARY APPROPRIATIONS 


The President June 9 sent Congress a request for 
$769,787,978 in supplemental appropriations for fiscal 
1956, 1958 and 1959. The largest item was $282,800,000 
for payments already authorized for the soil bank acreage 
reserve in calendar 1958. Alsoincluded was $156,553,000 
for military construction, bringing the President’s total 
requests for fiscal 1959 military construction funds to 
$1,730,653,000. (Weekly Report p. 576, 724) 


OIL IMPORT QUOTAS 


A test of the Administration’s voluntary oil import 
quota program was indicated June 5 when the Interior 
Department announced that a company that had signed a 
contract to supply oil to the Government had been found 
not to be complying with the import quota, Under a 
March 27 Presidential order fixing crude oil import 
quotas, non-complying companies were barred from re- 
ceiving Government oil contracts. The company, the 
Eastern States Petroleum and Chemical Corp. of Houston, 
Texas, contracted in May to supply 12,840,000 gallons 
of jet fuel to the Defense Department. (Weekly Report 

. 377 
. hs ay the President June 4 moved to extend the 
quota from crude oil to unfinished gasoline and oils. 
Imports of the two products were restricted to the average 
rate for the first five months of 1958. 
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On House Administration 








HOUSE STIRRED OVER ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANTS 


The House Administration Committee June 5 report- 
ed HR 12601 (H Rept 1856) to provide an administrative 
assistant to each Representative. The bill soon will be 
taken up on the House floor. Drafted by Chairman Samuel 
N, Friedel (D Md.) of Accounts Subcommittee, the bill 
would authorize each Member of the House to employ an 
administrative assistant at a base pay of $7,500a year and 
to increase his clerk hire to nine. 

Freidel’s administrative assistant bill is the first 
that has ever cleared the Committee, although ever since 
the 79th Congress (1945-1946) bills have beenintroduced 
to give House Members an ‘‘AA,’’ The Reorganization 
Act of 1946 (PL 601, 79th Cong.) initially provided for an 
$8,000 ‘‘AA’’ for each Member of Congress, but this pro- 
vision for House Members was dropped from the bili 
prior to House passage. (1946 Almanac p, 531) 

The House Administration Committee took a poll of 
House Members last March todetermine what they wanted 
to improve their office setups. Of atotal of 435 Members, 
194 replied. Of those who replied tothe question about an 
‘*AA,”’ 131 said they wanted one; six said they did not. 
The Friedel bill merely authorizes such clerk hire; a 
House Member need not hire an ‘‘AA,’’ The indications 
are that a fairly large number of House Members do not 
plan to hire one, even if the Friedel bill is enacted. 


What is an “AA”? 


Under the 1946 Reorganization Act each Senator was 
authorized to hire an administrative assistant, whose 
function, it was then anticipated, would be ‘‘to handle 
Washington problems for constituents,’’ (1946 Almanac 
p. 362) The AAs to the 96 Senators in general run the 
offices. They are the topmembers of Senate staffs. When 
a Senator cannot or does not want to attend a meeting or 
even a social function he oftendesignates his AA to be his 
stand-in. The AA also sees visitors whom the Senator 
does not have the time to seeor is unwilling to see. The 
AA has been designated as a Senator’s ‘‘alterego.’’ The 
base pay for a Senate AAis $8,800, andthe top is $14,800. 

Most House Members appear to have adifferent con- 
ception of what they wantinan AA, Those most eager for 
AAs say they want them to doresearch and follow legis- 
lation. That is what Friedel and Rep. Wright Patman (D 
Texas) would use an AA for. Rep. Albert Morano (R 
Conn.) would have his AA work on tough questions posed 
by constituents. Virtually every Member of Congress 
mentions the tremendous increase in his mail since 
coming to Congress. 


Pro and Con 


There was far from unanimous agreement in the 
House Administration Committee as tothe need for an AA 
for House Members, ChairmanOmar Burleson (D Texas) 
told Congressional Quarterly that while he would do 
‘‘everything possible’’ to get the bill passed, he did not 


plan to hire an AA himself inthe immediate future. Rep. 
John H, Ray (R N.Y.) told CQ thathe did not want or need 
one, Rep, Paul C, Jones (D Mo.) plans to make an all-out 
fight against the bill. 

A powerful case for an AA for House Members was 
put by Patman in a House speech March 28. He said ‘‘the 
blunt truth’’ is that many House Members vote on bills 
“‘without really knowing what is in them.’’ Each House 
Member should have an assistant to run his office and an 
assistant ‘‘to keep the Member up to date on bills,’’ par- 
ticularly complex measures, he said. Patman maintained 
“it would pay big dividends to the people. A few millions 
of dollars spent this way would make it possible to save 
billions of dollars for taxpayers.’’ Patman and 14 other 
House Members want two AAs, although the Friedel bill 
provides for only one. 

Jones and Ray questioned the wisdom of increasing 
the House staffs when there is not sufficient office space 
for them, and there probably will not be for at least three 
years, They said House Members who want research done 
can have it done by the Library of Congress Legislative 
Reference Service, and those who want expert advice on 
upcoming legislation can consult with experts on the House 
and Senate committee staffs. Each Member can be back- 
grounded on legislation by reading the committee reports, 
they said. Both questioned whether this was the time to 
spend money not absolutely necessary. 

Jones noted that only one-third of all House Members 
wanted AAs, and he questioned some of the reasons given, 
He suggested that some want to move uptheir secretaries 
to the top joband hire acouple more clerks, ‘‘perhaps for 
the campaign, but that’s hard to prove,’’ he said. Jones 
told CQ that he was tired of the ‘‘subterfuge’’ practiced 
by Congress in its clerk hire, Although about 25 percent 
of all Congressmen donot use all of their money for clerk 
hire, many work their clerk account tothe limit, he said, 

Currently House Members are limited to eight clerks 
(nine if the district is over 500,000 population) and to a 
$17,500 basic ceiling for clerk hire. But the gross pay for 
clerks actually can rur as high as ‘‘$35,000 to $40,000,” 
Jones said. 

Gross pay is figured by adding various percentage 
increases to base pay. These increases were authorized 
from time totime for ‘‘cost of living’’ and other purposes. 
A secretary in aRepresentative’s office, for example, has 
a base pay of $7,000 and a possible gross pay of $12,- 
131.47. Members have considerable latitude in the handl- 
ing of their clerk and secretary funds. 

Under the Friedel bill, while the AA’s base pay would 
be $7,500, his gross could reach $12,874. ‘‘With the new 
Federal pay raise, his pay would be more than $14,000, 
and he would want a private secretary,’’ Jones said. 

In the Senate, the minimum base clerk hire is 
$49,980, but the gross pay for aSenate staff can run up to 
about $100,000. Jones said he thought many House Mem- 
bers wanted to expand their staffs as the Senators have 
done in recent years. He said he doubted the value of 
such ‘‘empire building.’’ 
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STATE AND LOCAL GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES 


The Commerce Department April 10-17 reported that state and local governments in the United States employed about 5.6 million per- 
sons as of April 1957, The median annual pay for these employees was $3,792 a year; for teachers, the largest single group, the median pay 
was $4,324, Nearly4.7 million, or 83.8 percent of all state and local government employees were covered by employee-retirement systems. 
Following are the figures by states: 








EMPLOYEES MEDIAN ANNUAL PAY 
STATES TOTAL (FULL-TIME EQUIVALENT NO.) TOTAL RATES FOR EMPLOYEES 
2 FULL-TIME PER 10,000 POPULATION* PAYROLLS FULL-TIME EMPLOYEES} COVERED 


& PART-TIME} ALL HOS- ALL BY RETIRE- 
EMPLOYEES |FUNCTIONS EDUCATION HIGHWAYS PITALS POLICE (In thousands) EMPLOYEES TEACHERS MENT PLANS 


ALABAMA 90,868 258.9 130.9 33.4 $ 21,581.4 $3,041 $3,410 79,459 
ARIZONA 36,185 282.7 136.0 29.9 11,562.8 4,121 4,866 32,988 
ARKANSAS 52,948 248.4 137.4 28.5 9,907.7 2,384 ~—«-2, 513 43,496 
CALIFORNIA 514,519 326.5 142.1 21.7 4,656 5,322 441,961 
COLORADO 61,651 312.1 151.3 32.0 3,687 4,081 48, 186 
CONNECTICUT 71,640 277.0 114.1 29.1 4,088 4,982 60,538 
DELAWARE 12,739 267.3 117.7 3,621 4,934 12,175 
D. OF C. 22,811 261.7. 73.2 4,376 5,453 22,311 
FLORIDA 137,169 308.6 124.6 3,482 4,090 117,137 
GEORGIA 112,169 272.0 132.2 2,935 3,369 88,091 
IDAHO 24,751 306.4 145.6 3,508 3,776 21,046 
ILLINOIS 294,173 252.9 105.1 4,298 4,736 218,222 
INDIANA 142,026 262.4 122.4 3,676 4,499 119,814 
IOWA 101,075 292.5 160.7 3,377 3, 841 90,373 
KANSAS 87,199 320.5 154.5 3,348 69,542 
KENTUCKY 79,304 229.6 111.6 2,760 71,225 
LOUISIANA 110,573 319.9 140.1 3,376 90,239 
MAINE 34,838 261.9 117.5 3,044 22,386 
MARYLAND 83,244 2600.0 112.0 3,755 73,987 
MASSACHUSETTS 174,621 315.5 94.5 143,828 
MICHIGAN 268,352 279.2 132.6 224,487 
MINNESOTA 124,798 285.2 137.2 87,454 
MISSISSIPPI 64,542 259.5 134.0 53, 159 
MISSOURI 132,696 249.7 110.3 115,442 
MONTANA 25,452 314.1 149.0 21,470 
NEBRASKA 58,218 314.1 139.6 
NEVADA 10,331 340.9 125.6 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 23,256 273.0 101.0 
NEW JERSEY 169,237 265.4 104.4 
NEW MEXICO 29,410 298.1 155.5 
NEW YORK 611,123 A 105.4 
NORTH CAROLINA 122,708 5 127.6 
NORTH DAKOTA 33,737 8 156.8 
OHIO 289, 204 7 17.0 
OKLAHOMA 83,038 7 153.2 
OREGON 66,490 9 147.5 
PENNSYLVANIA 284,479 ’ 97.5 
RHODE ISLAND 24,788 f 89.0 
SOUTH CAROLINA 66,793 ‘ 139.4 
SOUTH DAKOTA 32,345 9 159.6 
TENNESSEE 101,866 121.9 
TEXAS 272,052 JL 133.1 
UTAH 31,301 9 152.6 
VERMONT 14,676 5 129.1 
VIRGINIA 108,496 9 124.2 
WASHINGTON 106,875 4A 141.6 
WEST VIRGINIA 50,794 7 129.9 
WISCONSIN 142,026 A 108.7 
WYOMING 14,122 1 176.0 
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Floor Action 





SMALL BUSINESS CAPITAL 


The Senate June 9, by voice vote, passed an amended 
bill (S 3651) to establish within the Small Business Admin- 
istration a semi-independent Investment Division. It 
would administer a $250 million revolving fund to provide 
loans to small business investment companies and state 
and local development companies which in turn would 
provide long-term loans and equity capital to small busi- 
ness concerns. 

The Small Business Investment Division would help to 
form the private small business investment companies by 
purchasing up to $150,000 of the subordinated debentures 
of each company. The companies would be chartered 
either by the SBA or under state law with SBA approval. 

A tax provision inS 3651 that set certain loss and de- 
duction allowances was stricken after Sen. John J. 
Williams (R Del.) raised a point oforder that it was ‘‘not 
constitutional for the Senate to originate revenue meas- 
ures.’”’ J,W, Fulbright (D Ark.), floor manager of the bill, 
agreed to deleting the provision because of reports that 
House Speaker Sam Rayburn (D Texas) would ‘‘refuse to 
accept the bill’’ if it included a tax section. 

BACKGROUND -- The Senate Banking and Currency 
Committee June 4 reported S 3651 (S Rept 1652) which, 
it said, was designed to provide a source for long-term 
credit and equity capital to small firms presently unable 
to receive such financing from commercial banks. The 
report said the new program would ‘‘operate and be ac- 
counted for in complete separation from other Federal 
small business programs (and) supplement, rather than 
supplant, existing private facilities.’’ 

The bill was an outgrowth of earlier proposals for a 
capital bank to be set upeither under the Federal Reserve 
System or as an independent agency. The Administration 
favored expanding the SBA’s authority. (Weekly Report p. 
565, 648) Under a bill (HR 7963) passed by the House in 
1957, SBA would be made a permanent agency; unless 
Congress acts, it is due to expire July 31, 1958. 

A minority view, signed by Republican Sens. Homer 
E, Capehart (Ind.), Wallace F, Bennett (Utah) and John W. 
Bricker (Ohio), said the bill was ‘‘wronginprinciple’’ and 
failed to provide any real help to small business. They 
said ‘‘it would be more realistic and practical for Con- 
gress to strengthen’’ existing SBA programs. 


PROVISIONS -- As sent to the House, S 3651, the 
Small Business Investment Act of 1958: 

Declared the purpose of the Act would be to improve 
and stimulate the national economy by providing an in- 
crease in the flow of private equity capital and long-term 
loan funds to small business. 

Established within the SBA the Small Business Invest- 
ment Division, to be headed by a Deputy Administrator 
appointed by the SBA Administrator. 

Authorized the SBA to borrow from the Treasury 
Department a maximum of $250 million -- limited to $50 
million the first year and a total of $150 million during 
the second year -- at aninterest rate set at not more than 
the current average yields on U.S. obligations of compara- 
ble maturities (currently about 3.25 percent), 


Authorized the establishment of small business in- 
vestment companies to be formed by not less than 10 per- 
sons, subject to SBA approval, Each company would be 
required to have capital and surplus equal to at least 
$300,000 before it could commence business. Chartering 
authority would terminate June 30, 1961. 

Specified that the $250 million revolving fund should 
be used to: assist in forming the private small business 
investment companies by purchasing up to $150,000in the 
subordinated debentures of the company; make loans to 
such companies in aggregate amounts not to exceed 50 
percent of the company’s capital and surplus; make loans 
to state and local development companies not to exceed 
the amounts which such companies borrow from other 
sources; make additional loans to state and local develop- 
ment companies not to exceed $250,000 for any secured 
loan which is to assist an identifiable small business con- 
cern. The bill limited authority for local development 
loans to June 30, 1961. 

Authorized the investment companies to provide to 
small business concerns: equity capital through the pur- 
chase of convertible debentures from the concerns; and 
long-term loans with maximum maturity set at 20 years 
with a 10 year liquidating period. 

Repealed, one year after enactment of the Act, sec- 
tion 13b of the Federal Reserve Act which authorized FRB 
working capital loans to business concerns; transferred 
section 13b funds ($27.5 million) to aspecial SBA fund for 
grants of up to $40,000 to state agencies, colleges and 
universities for research and counseling on the financing 
and operating of small businesses. 

Provided criminal penalties for specified activities 
by an officer or employee of asmall business investment 
company. 

AMENDMENTS ACCEPTED 

Homer E, Capehart (R Ind.) -- Reduce the maximum 
maturity period for long-term loans by investment com- 
panies from 30 years to 20 years; June 9. Voice vote. 

Capehart -- Have the Deputy Administrator of the 
SBID appointed by the SBA Administrator instead of by the 
President; June 9. Voice. 

DEBATE -- June 9 -- Lyndon B, Johnson (D Texas), 
chief sponsor of S 3651 -- Thisis “a significant program 
of aid to small business...that does noviolence to free en- 
terprise (and) does not raise the spector of Federal con- 
trol of, and competition with, private business.”’ 

J.W. Fulbright (D Ark.) -- ‘‘S 3651 is designed to 
satisfy...a genuine need...for a new source of long-term 
debt and equity financing for small businesses.’’ 

Edward J, Thye (R Minn.) -- To make the program 
effective, the SBA ‘‘must’’ be made a permanent agency. 

A. Willis Robertson (D Va.) -- “‘ Although thisis sup- 
posed to be anexperimental program, there will be no re- 
quired review by the Appropriations Committees to de- 
termine whether the experiment is a success or a fail- 
ure.”’ He protested the enactment of bills which permit 
direct borrowing from the Treasury, thus ‘‘ bypassing the 
Committees on Appropriations.”’ 

Joseph S, Clark (D Pa.), Richard L. Neuberger (D 
Ore.) -- Withheld prepared speeches supporting the bill 
in the belief they ‘‘might delay’’ its passage. 
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MUTUAL SECURITY PROGRAM 


The Senate June 6, after six days of debate, passed 
by a roll-call vote of 51-17 the Mutual Security Act of 
1958 (HR 12181) authorizing $3,068,900,000 for the pro- 
gram. An additional $644 million already was authorized 
for 1958. Although numerous amendments were acted on, 
many by roll-call votes, none of these changed the total 
from that reported by the Senate Foreign Relations Com- 
mittee. (For voting see chart p. 770 and Weekly Report 
p. 730) 

BACKGROUND -- The House passed HR 12181 May 
14 carrying $2,958,900,000. The bill was reported to the 
Senate (S Rept 1627) May 26 and debate began May 29. 
(Weekly Report p. 636, 727.) 


PROVISIONS -- As passed by the Senate, the funds 
authorized in HR 12181 were: 


$2,400,000,000 


(625,000,000)* 
171,500,000 
85,400,000 
212,000,000 
200,000,000 
$3,068, 900,000 


Military assistance 

Defense support } 

Development Loan Fund 

Technical cooperation 

Other programs 

Special assistance 

President’s contingency fund 
TOTAL 


*Contained in the 1957 authorization bill. 





The bill also: 

Authorized up to $1.8 billion for military assistance 
and $835 million for defense support but with two provisos: 
that the total of the two items could not exceed $2.4 billion; 
and that $200 million of the required $235 million cut must 
come from military aid funds. 

Converted the Development Loan Fund to a Govern- 
mental corporation with a managing director and board of 
directors. 

Required Congress to approve all borrowing by the 
Development Loan Fund. 

Required Congressional committee members and 
employees to make public their use of counterpart funds 
within 60 days of use. 

Prohibited U.S. personnel from receiving compensa- 
tion from foreign countries effective nine months after 
enactment of the bill, 

Established a ceiling of $2 million on U.S, contribu- 
tions to the International Labor Organization. 

Barred aid to Yugoslavia unless the President found 
the country truly independent and not under Soviet domina- 
tion, 

Prohibited the return to the U.S, for sale of any mili- 
tary firearms or ammunition furnished to foreign govern- 
ments under the Mutual Security Act or other foreign 
assistance programs. 

Declared it the sense of Congress that the United 
States should join with other nations in providing adequate 
economic assistance to help India complete successfully 
its current economic development program. 

Required the President to review annually Western 
Hemisphere defense plans to be sure that military assist- 
ance to Latin America was based on these plans. 

Permitted the use of counterpart funds for purposes 
agreed to by the U.S. and consistent with U.S. foreign 
policy when the amount of counterpart exceeds the re- 
quirements for purposes for which new funds would be 
available, 
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AMENDMENTS ACCEPTED 
(For amendments acted on earlier, see WR p. 727) 

John W, Bricker (R Ohio) -- Limit U.S,contributions 
to the International Labor Organization to $2 million 
rather than 25 percent of the ILO’s expenses; June 6, 
Voice vote. 

Jacob K, Javits (R N.Y.) -- Require a study of how 
private enterprise can be used more effectively in advanc- 
ing U.S. foreign policy; June 6. Voice. 

William F, Knowland (R Calif.) -- Provide that the 
prohibition against return for sale in the U.S. of any 
military firearms of U.S, manufacture would apply to fire- 
arms furnished to foreign governments under the Mutual 
Security Act or other foreign assistance programs; June 
6. Voice. 

Allen J, Ellender (D La.) -- Require the Defense De- 
partment to charge not more than average price for equip- 
ment drawn from its inventories and sold for Mutual 
Security military assistance; June 6, Voice. 

Ellender -- Require that $200 million of the $235 
million cut from the combined military assistance and de- 
fense support authorization must be cut from military 
assistance; June 6, Roll call, 43-28. 

Francis Case (R S.D.) -- Provide that special use of 
counterpart funds in Austria shall be reported to Senate 
and House Appropriations Committees, Senate Foreign 
Relations and House Foreign AffairsCommittees; June 6. 
Voice. 

AMENDMENTS REJECTED 

Styles Bridges (R N.H.) -- Eliminate language stating 
that the U.S. should join with other nations in helping India 
to complete its current economic development program; 
June 6, Roll call, 35-47. 

Bridges -- Bar aid to Yugoslavia and Poland 60 days 
after enactment of the bill; June 6. Roll call, 22-54, 

Ellender -- Reduce by $500 million the funds author- 
ized for military assistance; June 6. Roll call, 24-46, 

Ellender -- Eliminate the President’s $200 million 
contingency fund; June 6. Voice. 

Ellender -- Delete provision for special use of coun- 
terpart funds in Austria; June 6. Standing. 

Prescott Bush (R Conn.) -- Perfect committee 
amendment on counterpart funds in Austria by limiting 
use of such excess amounts to $4million; June 6. Voice. 

Ellender -- Delete $10,750,000 authorization for con- 
struction of living quarters and office space for personnel 
assigned to Korea; June 6. Voice. 

Ellender -- Bar the use of any of the transferrable 
funds in the bill for European countries; June 6, Voice. 

Hubert H. Humphrey (D Minn.) -- Establish an Inter- 
national Food and Raw Material Reserve; June 6. Voice. 

DEBATE -- June 5, on the Knowland amendment to 
bar aid to Communist nations -- Hubert Humphrey (D 
Minn.) -- ‘‘Right up until the 29th day of May,’’ the Ad- 
ministration supported the Kennedy committee amend- 
ment to permit aid to all nations except the Soviet Union, 
Communist China and North Korea, The original language 
was rewritten by the State Department and the Budget 
Bureau said its enactment ‘‘would be in accord with the 
program of the President.’’ Now ‘‘the State Department 
says it is for the proposal intheory but not in reality’’ and 
the President has said he wants the discretionary authority 
but opposes putting such a provision in this bill. 

Arthur V. Watkins {R Utah) -- If supporters of the 
committee amendment ‘‘have confidence inthe President, 
why are they not willing to follow the President on a 
change of his mind?’’ 
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Floor Action - 3 


RECIPROCAL TRADE 


The House June 11 passed, by a roll-call vote of 
317-98, and sent to the Senate an amended bill (HR 12591) 
extending until June 30, 1963, the 24-year-old Reciprocal 
Trade Agreements Act. Passage came after the House 
had rejected, by a roll-call vote of 146-268, a motion by 
Rep. Daniel A. Reed (R N.Y.) to recommit the bill to the 
Ways and Means Committee without instructions. (For 
voting, see chart p. 768) Earlier the House had rejected, 
by a 147-234 teller vote, a substitute bill (HR 12676) of- 
fered by Rep. Richard M. Simpson (R Pa.) in the form of 
an amendment to HR 12591. 

House passage of the five-year extension measure 
was hailed as a major victory for President Eisenhower, 
who entered the final debate June 10 with letters to Chair- 
man Wilbur D, Mills (D Ark.) of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee and to House Minority Leader Joseph W, Martin 
Jr. (R Mass.), urging passage of the Committee-endorsed 
bill and defeat of the Simpson substitute, (For texts, see 
Weekly Report p. 751) Also on June 10 Secretary of the 
Interior Fred A, Seaton proposed a $70 million program 
for stockpiling copper -- a move generally interpreted as 
an effort to win the support of Congressmenfrom mining 
states for the trade bill. (Weekly Report p. 736) 

When the House began debate June 9, Democratic and 
Republican leaders had shed their earlier pessimism and 
freely predicted approval of the five-year extension by a 
comfortable margin. But the 3-to-2 margin by which the 
House rejected the substitute bill and the recommittal mo- 
tion surprised observers who recalled that, in 1955, Rep. 
Reed’s move to recommit a three-year extension of the 
trade act was defeated by only seven votes. (Weekly Re- 
port p. 597) According to the President’s supporters, a 
major factor in the June 11 voting was the reluctance of 
many protectionist-minded Members to support so ex- 
treme an alternative as the Simpson substitute. Although 
described as a two-year extension measure, HR 12676 
would have stripped the President of virtually all authority 
in the trade field, transferring that power to the Tariff 
Commission. 

BACKGROUND -- President Eisenhower Jan. 30 
asked Congress for a five-year extension (with additional 
tariff-cutting authority) of the trade agreements program, 
last extended in 1955 (1955 Almanac p. 289), After six 
weeks of hearings, during which about 200 witnesses tes- 
tified, the House Ways and Means Committee May 21 re- 
ported a clean bill (HR 12591 --HRept 1761), embodying 
the President’s recommendations with some modifica- 
tions. Rep. Simpson May 26 introduced his substitute, 
HR 12676, and the House May 28, by voice vote, adopted 
a modified closed rule, permitting the offering of the 
Simpson substitute as an amendment. (Weekly Report p. 
695). 


PROVISIONS -- As sent to the Senate, HR 12591, 
known as the Trade Agreements Extension Act of 1958: 

Extended until June 30, 1963 the President’s author- 
ity to enter into trade agreements. 

Authorized the President to negotiate reductions in 
U.S, tariff rates existing on July 1, 1958, by one of three 
methods: a total of 25 percent, instages of not more than 
10 percent in any 12-month period; atotal of two percent- 
age points, with no more than one percentage point in any 
12-month period; or, inthe case of items on which current 
tariffs are higher than50 percent of value, reduction to 50 
percent in three equal annual stages. 


Authorized the President to raise tariffs to a maxi- 
mum rate of 50 percent above rates in effect on July 1, 
1934. (Present maximum is 50 percent above rates in 
effect Jan, 1, 1945.) 

Shortened from nine months to six months the dead- 
line for Tariff Commission reports in escape-clause 
cases. 

Provided that, in the event the President disapproves 
a Tariff Commission recommendation in an escape-clause 
case, Congress may override his decision within 60days 
by adopting a concurrent resolution, requiring a two- 
thirds vote of both House and Senate. 

Increased from 120 days to 6 months the time given 
the Tariff Commission to complete peril-point investiga- 
tions (which must be conducted prior tonewtrade agree- 
ment negotiations with other countries.) 

Spelled out procedures and criteria to be followed by 
the Office of Defense Mobilization and the President in 
considering whether imports threaten to impair the na- 
tional security, but retained the President’s authority to 
accept or reject ODM findings. 

A committee amendment, agreed to by voice vote, 
added to the criteria governing ODM consideration of the 
national security aspects of any domestic industry’s 
need for ‘‘investment, exploration and development’’ to 
assure growth. 

AMENDMENT REJECTED 

Richard M, Simpson (R Pa.) -- Substitute for HR 
12591 the text of HR 12676, extending for two years the 
President’s authority to enter trade agreements (but with- 
out additional tariff-cutting authority), and modifying 
peril-point and escape-clause procedures toincrease the 
authority of the Tariff Commission; June 11. Teller vote, 
147-234. 

DEBATE -- June 9 -- Mills -- ‘‘The Committee 
bill is an effective and important step forward for 
reciprocal trade. The substitute bill would meana sharp 
and abrupt reversal.... It is far worse than no extension 
at all.’ 

John L. McMillan (D S.C.) -- ‘‘By sad experience, 
we have learned that the President, in the overwhelming 
majority of instances, will not let Tariff Commission rec- 
ommendations for the relief of an industry hit by import 
competition go into effect.’’ 

June 10 -- Charles A, Halleck (R Ind.) -- The Simpson 
substitute ‘‘is too restrictive,...goes too far,’’ and is not 
‘*geared to the necessities of this day and age.’’ 

Simpson -- The provision in the Committee bill allow- 
ing Congress to overrule the President, ‘‘instead of help- 
ing make more certain relief for the injured industry or 
employee, would make it stili more difficult.”’ 

Martin -- “In these days tariff rates do not provide 
protection, generally speaking, no matter how high they 
are placed. Quota agreements are the only real remedy 
for an industry seriously affected, and I have confidence 
that the Secretary of Commerce, upon whose advice the 
President will largely lean, can be counted upon to sup- 
port vigorously any industry seriously affected.”’ 

RELATED DEVELOPMENTS -- June 12 -- Senate 
Minority Leader William F, Knowland (R Calif.) said he 
would support efforts in the Senate to cut the five-year 
extension to three years. Sen, Edward Martin (R Pa.) 
said the Senate Finance Committee would “tighten up” 
some provisions of the bill. Senate Majority Leader 
Lyndon B, Johnson (D Texas) expressed hope the Senate 
would pass the House-approved bill ‘‘without crippling 
amendments.”’ 
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SALINE WATER CONVERSION 


The Senate June 10 adopted by voice vote and sent to 
the House an amended joint resolution (S J Res 135) to 
provide a $10 million program for the construction of at 
least five demonstration plants to produce consumable 
water from sea or brackish water. The plants would be 
built in different areas of the U.S., with one to be built 
tentatively in the Virgin Islands. They would operate in 
the capacity of ‘‘production tests’’ -- utilizing various 
methods of saline conversion processes, 

There was little debate. 

BACKGROUND -- The Senate Interior and Insular 
Affairs Committee May 19 reported S J Res 135 (S Rept 
1593), which was introduced by Clinton P, Anderson (D 
N.M.). The report warned that the day is not too distant 
(possibly by 1980) when the U.S, must have a proven new 
source of fresh water which would be both adequate and 
economic, (Weekly Report p. 554) 

It said the program authorized by the ainended reso- 
lution was a logical extension of the research and develop- 
ment program carried out during the last five years 
under the Saline Water Act of 1952, (1952 Almanac p. 344) 


PROVISIONS -- As adopted by the Senate, S J Res 135: 

Authorized the Secretary of the Interior to contract 
for the construction, operation and maintenance of not less 
than five demonstration plants to convert seaor brackish 
water to water suitable for beneficial consumable uses. 
Three plants (two of them to have daily capacities of at 
least one million gallons) would be designed for sea water 
conversion, and two (one with a daily capacity of at least 
250,000 gallons) would be for the treatment of brackish 
water, 

Specified the general U.S. locations of each plant: 
West Coast; East Coast or Gulf Coast; Northern Great 
Plains; Southwest arid area; and one inthe Virgin Islands 
or another U.S, territorial possession. 

Authorized, within reasonable restrictions, public 
access to the plants. 

Authorized up to $10 million for construction of the 
plants and any additional sums necessary for operation, 
maintenance and administration of the program, 


INDEPENDENT OFFICES FUNDS 


The Senate June 9 amended and passed by voice vote 
a bill (HR 11574) to provide $6,108,242,900 in fiscal 1959 
funds for 15 independent Government agencies. The Sen- 
ate total was $181,182,400 more than the President’s 
budget requests and $441,678,000 less than the House 
version of the bill. The major item in the bill provided 
$4.9 million for the Veterans Administration. 

The Senate, by voice vote, agreed to an amendment 
by Everett McKinley Dirksen (R Ill.) permitting a go- 
ahead on 29 lease-purchase projects already under con- 
tract. Except for these, the bill provided that no Govern- 
ment funds could be used for planning or construction of 
any buildings by lease-purchase contracts. President 
Eisenhower, in his budget message, asked Congress to 
extend the authority of the General Services Administra- 
tion and the Post Office Department to enter into lease- 
purchase contracts. Two attempts were made during 
House consideration to extend the authority but both were 
rejected. (Weekly Report p. 400; 1957 Almanac p. 684) 

BACKGROUND -- President Eisenhower’s request to 
the Senate was for $5,927,060,500. The House March 27 
provided $6,549,920,900. (Weekly Report p. 400) 


Floor Action - 4 


The Senate Appropriations Committee June 5 re- 
ported the bill (S Rept 1656) and recommended $6,137,- 
248,900. The major cut by the group was $589 million, 
not requested by the President but passed by the House, 
for a payment to the Civil Service Retirement and Dis- 
ability Fund to lessen its ‘‘insolvency.’’ The Senate Com- 
mittee said it was ‘‘concerned that this unfunded liability 
has been allowed to slip back to more than.$18 billion and 
is alarmed that the Bureau of the Budget should refuse 
to submit an estimate of the appropriation required to 
meet the normal cost plus interest basis as recom- 
mended...in 1954,’’ 

The Committee disapproved the entire sum, $38,000, 
requested for the National Capital Housing Authority and 
recommended that the agency use its receipts from leases, 
sales and other sources rather thanturnthem over to the 
Treasury. 

The group recommended the full budget request of 
$140 million for the National Science Foundation, in lieu 
of the House-passed $115 million, and left the allocation 
of funds ‘‘to the judgment of the Foundation.’’ 


PROVISIONS -- The funds in HR 11574 as passed by 
the Senate: 


Civil Service Commission $ 

Federal Civil Defense 
Administration 

Federal Communications 
Commission 

Federal Power Commission 

Federal Trade Commission 

General Accounting Office 

General Services Administration 

Housing-Home Finance Agency 

Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission 

National Advisory Committee 
for Aeronautics 

National Science Foundation 

Renegotiation Board 

Securities and Exchange Com- 
mission 

Selective Service System 

Veterans Administration 


TOTAL 


The bill also: 

Provided that no Government funds should be used 
for lease-purchase contracts except for 29 projects al- 
ready under contract, 

AMENDMENTS ACCEPTED 

Dirksen -- Add to provision banning Government 
funds for lease-purchase projects an exception for 29 
projects already contracted under lease-purchase agree- 
ments; June 9. Voice vote. 

Warren G. Magnuson (D Wash.) -- Reduce by $29,- 
006,000 GSA funds for construction of public buildings in 
view of adoption of Dirksen amendment; June 9. Voice. 

DEBATE -- June 9 -- Dirksen -- Although he was 
“‘opposed to the (lease-purchase) change in principle,’’ 
it was adopted by the Cammittee. Therefore, his amend- 
ment ‘‘represents a very reasonable compromise under 
all the circumstances,’’ If the Government did not carry 
out those projects for which contracts had been made ‘‘it 
would be in the position...of breaching the contracts and 
subjecting the Government to possible damage suits.’’ 


20,850,000 
42,915,000 


8,900,000 
6,385,000 
6,000,000 
37,000,000 
551,689,900 
188,650,000 


17,250,000 


106,320,000 
140,000,000 
2,850,000 


7,100,000 
27,500,000 
4,944,833,000 


$6,108,242,900 
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Floor Action - 5 
RAILROADS 


The Senate June 11 passed by voice vote and sent to 
the House a bill (S 3778) authorizing a $700 million Gov- 
ernment guaranteed-loan program to bolster the financial 
condition of the railroads. Prior to passage, the Senate 
struck from the bill, after a jurisdictional question was 
raised, a tax-exemption section which railroad groups had 
said was essential to aid their economic situation. The 
section would have provided railroads, truckers and barge 
lines under Interstate Commerce Commission jurisdic- 
tion with income tax immunity for money they set aside to 
buy new equipment. (Weekiy Report p. 681) 

BACKGROUND -- S 3778, which was reported by the 
Senate Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee (S 
Rept 1647) June 3, represented the result of three and 
one. half months of Committee hearings. 

Secretary of Commerce Sinclair Weeks April 22 sent 
Sen. George A, Smathers (D Fla.), chairman ofthe Senate 
Surface Transportation Subcommittee studying the rail- 
roads, a letter outlining the Administration’s railroad 
program. Weeks’ letter was backed by President Eisen- 
hower, who called for quick Congressional action. (Week- 
ly Report p. 519) The Administration program called for 
guaranteed short-term loans totaling not over $500 
million. 

Weeks June 5 said the Senate bill failed to carry out 
Administration recommendations and questioned whether 
the bill would permit ‘‘vigorous competition between car- 
riers in respect to rates as well as service.’’ He also op- 
posed the tax-exempt construction reserve fund. He sug- 
gested that the loan guarantee program ‘‘be vested in the 
Secretary of Commerce (rather than the ICC), with the 
Secretary of the Treasury being delegated certain func- 
tions in connection with approval of the guarantees.’’ 


PROVISIONS -- As passed by the Senate, $3778, the 
Transportation Act of 1958: 

Set up a $700 million guaranteed-loan program ad- 
ministered by the ICC, under which the Government could 
back railroad loans up to 90 percent of the loan amount. 
The loans would be repaid in 15 years and the program 
would run through Dec, 31, 1960. 

Directed the ICC, instronger terms than current law, 
to approve or disapprove railroad rates within a state in- 
stead of waiting for the state to do so. 

Permitted the ICC to decide whether an interstate 
railroad service could be discontinued because it was un- 
profitable but, in the cases of intrastate railroads, left 
such a decision to state officials. i 

Tightened agricultural exemption provisions by ex- 
panding the definition of property exempt and not exempt; 
returned to regulation the transportation of frozen fruits 
and vegetables and imported agricultural commodities. 

Prohibited persons engaged in commerce, but not in 
for-hire transportation, from transporting property by 
motor vehicles in interstate or foreign commerce unless 
such transportation was ‘‘incidental to, and in furtherance 
of, a primary business enterprise of such person.’’ 

AMENDMENTS ACCEPTED 

John J. Williams (R Del.) -- Eliminate provisions 
which would have allowed common carriers subject to the 
Interstate Commerce Act to establish tax-free construc- 
tion reserve funds into which revenues could be placed 
without taxation if they were used for equipment and rail- 
road modernization within five years of the date of de- 
posit; June 11. Voice vote. 


Richard B, Russell (D Ga.) -- Grant to the states 
the authority to control the continuation of strictly intra- 
state railroad services; June 11. Voice. 

Richard L, Neuberger (D Ore.) -- Permit state regu- 
latory agencies to decide on the discontinuation of stations, 
depots and other facilities entirely within the state; June 
11. Voice. 

AMENDMENTS REJECTED 

Jacob K, Javits (R N.Y.) -- Consider ‘‘the public 
convenience and necessity’’ as well as losses in- 
curred by the carrier when deciding on the discontinua- 
tion of railroads’ branch and commuter lines; June 11, 
Standing. 

J. Glenn Beall (R Md.) -- Exempt frozen fruits and 
vegetables from regulation under the act; June1ll. Voice, 

DEBATE -- June 11 -- Williams, Smathers -- Agreed 
that because members of the Senate Finance Committee 
and the House had objections to including the tax-exempt 
construction fund in the bill, it should be deleted, 

Leverett Saltonstall (R Mass.) -- ‘‘I believe that the 
railroads will be helped by the bill...._ I would dislike to 
see local railroads, or any railroads, become subject to 
complete public ownership.’’ 

Javits -- The bill’s provision that railroad services 
could be discontinued if they were operating at a loss 
*‘moves too far too fast.... The discontinuance would be 
left to the entire discretion of the individual carrier. It 
seems to me this is an objective which it is not wise, in 
the public interest, to legislate into law quite so flatly 
and absolutely.’’ 

Russell -- Allowing the ICC tohave jurisdiction over 
the discontinuation of intrastate services would be ‘‘adi- 
rect and drastic blow to the authority ofthe state regula- 
tory bodies....’’ 

RELATED DEVELOPMENTS -- June 11 -- The Sen- 
ate Rules Committee approved a resolution (S Res 303) 
providing $100,000 for a study of basic transportation 
problems and policies by three experts to be selected by 
the Senate Commerce Committee, which had approved the 
resolution May 28. Smathers told the Rules Committee 
that the study was necessary but was too big a job for his 
Subcomrnittee. 

June 12 -- The House Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce Committee approved a bill (HR 12832) providing for 
railroad loans but with no limitation on the amount of 
loans that could be insured. The bill did not provide for 
a tax-exempt construction reserve fund, It was introduced 
by Rep. Oren Harris (D Ark.). 


EXECUTIVE OFFICES’ FUNDS 


The Senate June 9 passed by voice vote and sent to 
conference a bill (HR 10589) appropriating $14,954,870 to 
run the White House and various executive agencies in fis- 
cal 1959. As passed by the Senate, the bill provided 
$604,000 less than the amount voted by the House April 1. 
(Weekly Report p. 439). 

BACKGROUND -- The Senate Appropriations Com- 
mittee June 5 reported (S Rept 1655) HR 10589 with 
amendments that: restored $71,000 to the Office of Defense 
Mobilization to provide for an enlarged staff and new 
quarters; restored $50,000 to the Foreign Claims Settle- 
ment Commission because of an increased number of 
claims; and cut by $725,000 (from $1 million to $275,000) 
the President’s Emergency Fund because of an estimated 
carryover of $725,000 from fiscal 1958. 
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COMMERCE APPROPRIATION 


The Senate June 10 passed by voice vote and sent to 
conference a bill (HR 12540) appropriating $1,012,886,000 
in fiscal 1959 for the-Commerce Department and related 
agencies. The bill authorized withdrawal of $2.35 billion 
from the Federal Highway Trust Fund to meet Federal 
highway commitments. 

BACKGROUND -- The bill, as passed by the House 
May 20, appropriated $949,892,000 plus the highway au- 
thorization. (Weekly Report p. 643) The Senate Appro- 
priations Committee June 6 reported HR 12540 (S Rept 
1657), recommending $62,994,000 more than the House 
total. The largest increase was $37 million for ship 
construction. 

The Committee reinstated a House committee provis- 
ion authorizing 20 new ‘‘super grade’’ jobs for the Civil 
Aeronautics Administration and Board and added $16.5 
million for CAA air navigation facilities. The House had 
said that sum should be provided in the Defense Depart- 
ment bill but the Senate Committee said, ‘*‘sincethe CAA 
is responsible for the common civil-military system of 
aids to air navigation, the funds should be provided in this 
bill.’’ (Weekly Report p. 708) 

The Committee granted budget requests of $160 
million for ship construction and $120 million for subsi- 
dies. 


PROVISIONS -- As passed by the Senate, HR 12540: 

Authorized the Bureau of Public Roads todraw $2.35 
billion from the Federal Highway Trust Fund to meet 
commitments authorized in 1956, 1957 and the first half 
of 1958. 

Authorized 10 additional ‘‘super grade’’ positions 
each for the CAA and CAB (one GS-18, two GS-17, seven 
GS-16). 


Appropriated the following: 
COMMERCE DEPARTMENT 


2,730,000 
22,550,000 
438,450,000 
11,685,000 


Salaries and expenses $ 

Census Bureau 

Civil Aeronautics Administration 

Coast and Geodetic Survey 

Business and Defense Services 
Administration 

Office of Area Development 

Bureau of Foreign Commerce 

Office of Business Economics 

Maritime Activities 

Patent Office 

Bureau of Public Roads 

National Bureau of Standards 

Weather Bureau 


Subtotal 


7,040,000 
200,000 
2,400,000 
1,150,000 
297,904,000 
21,000,000 
32,692,000 
12,100,000 
40,143,000 


$ 890,044,000 





RELATED AGENCIES 


$ 34,315,000 
46,850,000 
1,810,000 
39,867,000 


$ 122,842,000 


Airways Modernization Board 
Civil Aeronautics Board 
Tariff Commission 

Canal Zone Government 


Subtotal 








TOTAL $1,012,886,000 


Floor Action - 6 


AMENDMENT ACCEPTED 

John J. Williams (R Del.) -- Limit availability of 
funds for liquidating the War Shipping Administration to 
Dec, 31, 1958; June 10. Voice vote. 

DEBATE -- June 10 -- Spessard L, Holland (D Fla.) 
-- The Committee granted funds for air navigation and 
safety ‘‘in the exact measure”’ recent by the CAA and 
Budget Bureau. 

Margaret Chase Smith (R Maine) - -- Government 
agencies have given ‘‘lip service’’ tothe Committee’s re- 
quests for speed in achieving ‘‘real air safety’’ but have 
moved at ‘‘too slow a rate of action.’’ 


SUPERLINER CONSTRUCTION 


The Senate June 9 passed by voice vote and returned 
to the House an amended bill (HR 11451) authorizing con- 
struction and sale of two superliner passenger vessels. 
One ship, for use on the Atlantic, is to be sold by the 
Government to the United States Lines Co. for $47 million 
and a smaller ship, for Pacific use, is to be sold to the 
American President Lines Co. for $34 millionor 45 per- 
cent of the cost of construction, whichever ishigher. The 
total cost of the two, including features making them con- 
vertible to troop carriers in case of war, for which the 
civilian lines would not be charged, is estimated at $221 
million. 

The bill would provide a construction-differential 
subsidy of 55 percent, instead of the usual 50 percent, 
and 20-year Government financing at 3.5 percent interest. 
The House June 11 requested a conference on the bill. 

BACKGROUND -- The Senate Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce Committee May 28 reported HR 11451 as 
passed by the House April 29. The Committee report (S 
Rept 1643) cited these reasons for the legislation: the 
shipowners, with the concurrence of the General Account- 
ing Office, said construction of the ships under current 
law, with private financing, was not economically feasible; 
the bill would enable American shipping to secure a larger 
share of the growing foreign travel market and would pro- 
vide large troopships speedy enough to outrun enemy sub- 
marines in the event of war. 

The bill was supported by the Defense Department 
but opposed by the Commerce Department, which feared 
it would set a precedent for higher subsidies and preferred 
private, rather than Government, financing. 


PROVISIONS -- Weekly Report p. 559-60. 

AMENDMENT ACCEPTED 

John J, Williams (R Del.) -- Prohibit free or reduced 
rate transportation of Government employees or their 
families on any American flag ship; June 9. Voice vote. 

DEBATE -- June 9 -- John Marshall Butler (R Md.) 
-- ‘‘We are not concerned with the fear...that the bill 
would set a pattern for greater Government aid on other 
vessel construction of the future.’’ 

Frank J, Lausche (D Ohio) -- ‘‘I will not continue to 
support in Congress the constant tide which... is putting 
the Government deeper and deeper into the subsidization 
of private enterprise.’’ 

John J. Williams (R Del.) -- His amendment ‘‘would 
merely extend to the merchant marine the same ground 
rules which are now applicable to the other two modes 
(railroads, airlines) of transportation.”’ 

Magnuson -- Government officials who travel should 
“‘pay exactly what a private person would pay.”’ 
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Floor Action - 7 


UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION 


The House June 9 and the Senate June 11 passed by 
voice votes a joint resolution (H J Res 624) carrying ap- 
propriations of $665,700,000 for the Department of Labor 
to pay emergency unemployment compensation approved 
in the Temporary Unemployment Compensation Act of 
1958 (HR 12065 -- PL 441). (Weekly Report p. 696) 

The Senate version of the joint resolution also con- 
tained an appropriation of $20 million for the Small Busi- 
ness Administration. The House June 11 concurred in the 
Senate amendment and the bill, totalling $685,700,000, 
was sent to the President. 

BACKGROUND -- The House Appropriations Com- 
mittee reported H J Res 624 (H Rept 1860) June 9. The 
group said the funds would be sufficient to carry out the 
provisions of the Act ‘‘beyond any reasonable question of 
doubt. In fact there was some doubt expressed, even 
though the hearings were held less than 24hours after the 
(Department of Labor’s) request was transmitted, that all 
the funds requested would actually be required.’’ 

The Senate Appropriations Committee June 10 re- 
ported the joint resolution (S Rept 1685), The group ap- 
proved in full the unemployment compensation request and 
approved $20 million -- $5 million under the request -- 
for the SBA. 

HOUSE AMENDMENT ACCEPTED 

Rep. Melvin R, Laird (R Wis.) -- Provide that no 
state would be required to repay the Federal Government 
for administrative costs under the act; June 9, Voice vote. 

DEBATE -- June 9 -- Rep. John Taber (R N.Y.) -- 
‘I do not believe any such amount as $665 million...is 
going to be used or needed.’’ 

RELATED DEVELOPMENTS -- Pennsylvania June 6 
was the first state to announce it had actually signed up 
for the new Federal program. New York state officials 
announced they would begin payments under the program 
on June 23. In a June 10 referendum, Rhode Island voted 
to take part in the Federal program. Wisconsin, Nebras- 
ka, Iowa and Mississippi have rejected the program, 
either directly or indirectly. A special session of the 
Illinois legislature is scheduled to vote on the program 
June 16, 


EDUCATIONAL TELEVISION 


The Senate May 29 passed by voice vote and sent to 
the House a bill (S 2119) to provide grants of not more 
than $1 million to each state for the establishment and 
improvement of educational television programs. 

BACKGROUND -- The bill was reported by the Senate 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee May 27 (S 
Rept 1638), It was introduced in 1957 by Chairman War- 
ren G, Magnuson (D Wash.). The Committee said the 
legislation was ‘‘imperative’’ and approved the bill unani- 
mously. (Weekly Report p. 694) 

PROVISIONS -- As passed by the Senate, the bill: 

Authorized the Commissioner of Education to make 
grants to the states to establish or improve educational 
television facilities. 

Limited to $1 million the grants to any one state. 

Provided that the funds should not be used for con- 
struction or repair of structures to house the television 
apparatus. 

DEBATE -- May 29 -- John W, Bricker (R Ohio) -- 
There was ‘‘no opposition to the bill at any point’’ during 
the ‘‘rather extensive hearing before our Committee.... 
I am most heartily in favor of the bill.’’ 


STATE, JUSTICE FUNDS 


The Senate June 11 passed by voice vote and sent to 
conference the fiscal 1959 appropriation bill for the De- 
partments of State and Justice, the Judiciary and the U.S, 
Information Agency (HR 12428), The bill appropriated 
$588,717,113, as recommended by the Senate Appropria- 
tions Committee, 

BACKGROUND -- The House, in passing the bill May 
15, voted $570,722,613. (Weekly Report p. 641) The Sen- 
ate Appropriations Committee June 9 reported the bill 
(S Rept 1683), recommending a $17,994,500 increase over 
the House total. It increased House allotments by $10 
million for educational exchange activities, $3 million for 
USIA and $2 million for State Department salaries and ex- 
penses. It also raised State Department representation 
allowances and provided more money for the Justice De- 
partment’s Bureau of Prisons. The Committee deleted a 
House amendment raising the salary of the Commissioner 
of Immigration. 


PROVISIONS -- As passed by the Senate, HR 12428 
appropriated: 


STATE DEPARTMENT 


Administration of foreign affairs $124,025,000 
International organizations and 


conferences 45,469,953 
International commissions 5,660,900 
Educational exchange 30,800,000 

Subtotal $205,955,853 
JUSTICE DEPARTMENT 
Legal activities and general 

administration $ 40,510,000 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 102,500,000 


Immigration and Naturalization 
Service 49,500,000 


Federal prison system 37,807,000 
Subtotal $230,317,000 
The Judiciary $ 40,873,260 


United States Information Agency 104,750,000 
President’s special international 
program 6,821,000 


TOTAL $588,717,113 


DEBATE -- June 11 --LyndonB, Johnson(D Texas), 
floor manager of the bill -- Complimented George V. 
Allen, USIA director, who ‘‘displayed a realistic aware- 
ness of the proper relationship between a nation’s foreign 
policy and the necessary explanation of that policy.” 

Henry C, Dworshak (R Idaho) -- In1957 Johnson was 
‘‘yvery insistent that corrections be made and was quite 
critical of the then Director of the USIA (Arthur Larson), 
I feel certain that much good was accomplished by point- 
ing out some of the inherent weaknesses inthe operations 
of the USIA,”’ 

Joseph S, Clark (D Pa.) -- Congratulated the Com- 
mittee for increasing the House allotments for the USIA 
and State Department representation allowances. 
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DEFENSE REORGANIZATION 


The House June 12 rejected attempts to add amend- 
ments backed by President Eisenhower to the Defense 
Department Reorganization Act of 1958 (HR 12541) and 
passed the bill by a roll-call vote of 402-1. A final at- 
tempt to amend the bill as recommended by the President 
failed when the House rejected a motion by Cliff Clevenger 
(R Ohio) to recommit the bill with instructions to add the 
Eisenhower amendments, The roll-call vote on the recom- 
mittal motion was 192-211, (For voting see chart p. 768) 

The bill as approved by the House was the same as 
reported by the House Armed Services Committee (H Rept 
1765) May 22 with the exception of the addition of an 
amendment by John W. McCormack (D Mass.) providing 
for unified purchasing procedures for the armed services. 

BACKGROUND -- President Eisenhower sent Con- 
gress his recommendations for reorganization of the De- 
fense Department in an April3 special message. Follow- 
ing the Committee’s approval of adraft bill, the President 
May 16 wrote Chairman Carl Vinson (DGa.) that the bill, 
as approved, had dealt ‘‘positively with every major prob- 
lem’’ he presented, However, he noted ‘‘two quite im- 
portant’? respects that should be changed to make the 
Committee version ‘‘clearer in intent and more clearcut 
in effect....’’ (Weekly Report p. 460, 654) 

On May 28 the President seemingly reversed his 
position by issuing a statement that some provisions of 
the bill were ‘‘legalized bottlenecks’’ leading to “‘legalized 
insubordination,’’ He enumerated specific provisions that 
should be changed and these were the changes attempted 
by Republican House Members when the bill reached the 
floor. (Weekly Report p. 692, 717) 

PROVISIONS -- As passed by the House, HR 12541: 

Revised the policy declaration in the National Security 
Act of 1947 to make clear that the three military depart- 
ments are under the control of the Secretary of Defense. 

Eliminated a provision that the military departments 
would be ‘‘separately administered’’ and provided that 
they would be ‘‘separately organized’’ under their own 
Secretaries and would ‘‘function under the direction, au- 
thority and control of the Secretary of Defense exercised 
through the respective Secretaries’’ of the departments. 

Provided that no major combatant function could be 
transferred, reassigned, abolished or consolidated until 
Congress had 60 days to study a report from the Secre- 
tary of Defense on such a change and if it wished, pass 
a concurrent resolution opposing it. 

Declared that if one or more members of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff disagree to a proposed change in a combat 
function, it is to be considered a ‘‘major combatant func- 
tion,”’ 

Provided that a Secretary of a military department or 
a member of the Joint Chiefs of Staff could present to 
Congress ‘‘on his own initiative,’’ after first informing 
the Secretary of Defense, any recommendations relating 
to the Defense Department that he deemed proper. 

Provided that the President acting through the Secre- 
tary of Defense with the advice and assistance of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff may establish, for combatant missions, 
unified and specified commands responsible to the Presi- 
dent and the Secretary of Defense. 

Increased the size of the Joint Staff of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff from 210 to 400 officers. 

Specified that the chiefs of individual services 
would have supervision of the members of their serv- 
ices, to ‘‘be exercised in a manner consistent with the 
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full operational command vested in unified or specified 
combatant commanders.,’’ 

Eliminated two Assistant Secretaries of Defense and 
three service assistant secretaries. 

Established a new position of Director of Defense 
Research and Engineering in place of the Assistant 
Secretary of Defense for Research and Engineering, to be 
paid the same salary as the service Secretaries. 

Authorized the Secretary of Defense to establish pro- 
cedures for thetransfer of officers between services, with 
the consent of the individual in each case, 

Authorized a single purchasing system for the armed 
services, where feasible, 

AMENDMENT ACCEPTED 

McCormack -- Provide a single purchasing system 
for the armed services, where feasible; June 12, Voice 
vote, 

AMENDMENTS REJECTED 

William H, Bates (R Mass.) -- Eliminate from the 
bill language requiring the Secretary of Defense to exer- 
cise*his authority over the armed services through their 
own Secretaries and provide that he could delegate his au- 
thority through his Assistant Secretaries of Defense; June 
12. Teller vote, 170-183. 

Gerald R, Ford Jr. (R Mich,) -- Provide that two or 
more members of the Joint Chiefs of Staffor a Secretary 
of a military department would be required to certify in 
writing to the Defense Secretary that a military function 
proposed for change ‘‘is anindispensable and integral part 
of the combatant capability of a military service’’ and that 
the proposed transfer of that function would ‘‘seriously 
impair the national security’’ before it would be necessary 
for the Secretary to consult Congress on such a change; 
June 12, Standing, 97-123. 

Leslie C, Arends (R Ill.) -- Eliminate language spe- 
cifying that a Secretary of a military department, on his 
own initiative, could make recommendations toCongres- 
sional committees; June 12. Standing, 82-150. 

Errett P. Scrivner (R Kan.) -- Relieve the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff of their administrative duties as heads of 
the separate services and bar them from resuming such 
duties after service on the JCS; June 12. Voice. 

DEBATE -- June 11 -- Vinson -- There was ‘‘no dis- 
agreement in the Committee with regard tothe objectives 
sought, The problem area insofar as the President’s 
proposal was concerned was in the method of legislative 
expression. Language trouble was the Committee’s main 
problem,”’ 

Leslie C. Arends (R Ill.) -- ‘‘Detailed research... 
shows that 16 ofthe recommendations embodied in this bill 
are in accordance with what the President recommended,”’ 

Paul J. Kilday (D Texas) -- ‘‘The President has been 
willing to take four different succeeding positions since 
the 16th day of April 1958...because the situations are not 
within the realm of his very great competency. They are 
not military questions but have todo with legislation and 
civilian organization of the Department of Defense.,’’ 

June 12 -- Vinson -- It was the first time in his 44 
years in Congress that he had seen ‘‘a matter involving our 
national security become a subject of partisan politics.”’ 

Joseph W. Martin Jr. (R Mass.) -- ‘‘There was no ef- 
fort to inject politics’’ into a June 11 Republican confer- 
ence, 

Kenneth B, Keating (R N.Y.) -- ‘“The real question... 
is simply whether we can sufficiently modernize our de- 
fenses to meet the challenges...not which Member will see 
his pet branch top dog.” 
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CQ House Votes 40 through 43. 
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House Approves Five-Year Extension of Reciprocal Trade Act; 
Passes Defense Reorganization Bill by 402-1 Roll-Call Vote 


40. HR 12591. Trade Agreements Extension Act of 1958, provid- 


ing a five-year extension of the President’s authority to enter 
trade agreements. Reed (R N.Y.) motion to recommit the 
bill to the Ways and Means Committee, without instructions. 
Rejected 146-268 (D 61-160; R 85-108), June 11, 1958. A 
“‘nay’’ was a vote supporting the President’s position. (See 
story p. 762) 


42. HR 12541. Department of Defense Reorganization Act of 


1958. Clevenger (R Ohio) motion to recommit the bill with 
instructions to amend it as requested by President Eisenhower. 
Rejected 192-211 (D 20-196; R 172-15), June 12, 1958. A 
“‘yea’’ was a vote supporting the President’s position. (See 
story p. 767) 
















































































43. HR 12541. Passage of the bill. Passed 402-1 (D 216-0; R 186- 
41. HR 12591. Passage of the bill. Passed 317-98 (D 184-39; 1), June 12, 1958. A ‘‘yea’’ was a vote supporting the Presi- 
R 133-59), June 11, 1958. A ‘‘yea’’ was a vote supporting the dent’s position (See story p. 767) 
President’s position. (See story p. 762) 
KEY - 
Y Record Vote For (yea). N_ Record Vote Against (nay). 
V Paired For. X Paired Against. 
$ Announced For, CQ Poll For. - Announced Against, CQ Poll Against. 
? Absent, General Pair, ‘‘Pvesent,'’ Did 
not announce or answer Poll. 
TOTAL DEMOCRATIC REPUBLICAN 
Vote No. | 40 | 41 42 | 43 Vote No 40 | 41 | 42 | 43 VoteNo. | 40 | 4] 42 | 43 
Yea 146 | 317 | 192 | 402 Yea 61 184 20 | 216 Yea 85 | 133 | 172 | 186 
Nay 268 98 | 211 1 Nay 160 39 | 196 0 Nay 108 59 15 1 
40 41 42 43 40 41 42 43 40 41 42 43 40 41 42 43 
ALABAMA Los Angeles County 4 Flynt Yuwuwnw TY 4 Adair , wy *¥ 
3 Andrews Y¥Y Nw Y 23 Doyle N Y N Y 3 Forrester ¥Y¥ woe FT 5 Beamer ¥ v¥ YY ¥ 
1 Boykin wm OY Oy 19 Holifield a ¥ NY 9 Landrum Y ¥ ay 7 Bray ¥Y NOM Y¥ 
7 Elliott ws YY WF 17 King nm yy 7. F 7 Mitchell YNN YF 11 Brownson HY vy Ff 
2 Grant ‘2 BY 26 Roosevelt es mF 2 Pilcher *, +‘ wT 2 Halleck sy FT F 
9 Huddleston Y Y N Y 21 Hiestand 7+, FF FT 1 Preston +, ¥ 2 F 6 Harden a ae Gee 
8 Jones “w ¥ SY 25 Hillings wy YY FY 6 Vinson ¥ Fn YT 10 Harvey * > ¥ = 
5 Rains ~~ ¥ a Y 22 Holt wy YY FF IDAHO 3 Nimtz 7 << oo 
4 Roberts : a a, 18 Hosmer N Y N Y 1 Pfost YY FS F 9 Wilson * vee tYT 
6 Selden ee, a 16 Jackson nm oY ON OY 2 Budge YY YY *¥ IOWA 
ARIZONA 24 Lipscomb os yy oy FF ILLINOIS 6 Coad Nn ¥Y MY 
2 Udall wy Ye F 15 McDonough N Y Y Y 25 Gray Y YN Y 5 Cunningham N Y Y Y 
1 Rhodes mn YY UF 20 Smith ow yy UF 21 Mack mw y+ eS UF 3 Gross ¥ @w:Y 
ARKANSAS COLORADO 24 Price i a. es 8 Hoeven ws > Fy F 
1 Gathings s ¥ BH. F 4 Aspinall wn Y WN OY 16 Allen ¥ wYT ¥ 7 Jensen 7, we FF F 
4 Harris mF Bm FT 1 Rogers N Y N Y 17 Arends wm Y YF 4 LeCompte =< -.. - 
5 Hays a aa 3 Chenoweth N Y Y Y 19 Chiperfield N Y Y ¥ 1 Schwengel oy ¥ F 
2 Mills nw YY RY 2 Hill i Sa Si 14 Vacancy 2 Talle a a fe 
6 Norrell ny oS OF CONNECTICUT 15 Mason ¥ wT F KANSAS 
3 Trimble N Y N Y 3 Cretella ¥ ¥Y ¥ ¥ 18 Michel mY FF UF 5 Breeding NY WY 
CALIFORNIA 1 May nw YY + OF 20 Simpson mY FF 1 Avery a a Se 
2 Engle mY HY 4 Morano um YY ¥ (UF 22 Springer i a a 3 George + wv VF 
14 Hagen N ¥ HW FY 5 Patterson +, wy F 23 Vursell + 2 4 Rees * ¥ ES 
11 McFall we YY 8 FF AL Sadlak + BS F Chicago-Cook Count 2 Scrivner ¥Y wT OF 
8 Miller NY NY 2 Seely-Brown Y N Y Y | 7 Libonati.  N Y N Y | 6 Smith YNYY 
3 Moss nn Fy FF DELAWARE 12 Boyle N Y N Y KENTUCKY 
29 Saund NY BN Y AL Haskell yn YY TT *F 1 Dawson "YY FY 4 Chelf oT nN TY 
5 Shelley WY NM OY FLORIDA 8 Gordon a Ye TF 1 Gregory >. Ft & F 
27 Sheppard yy BF 2 Bennett un ¥ MY 5 Kluczynskki N Y N Y 2 Natcher ay MY 
12 Sisk *¥, FH 4 Fascell a ¥ RF 6 O'Brien N Y N Y 7 Perkins 7, ¥ wT 
7 Allen _ . ee OF 7 Haley ¥Y ¥ HK Y¥ 2 O'Hara N Y N Y 5 Spence wn ¥Y HM FT 
6 Baldwin Nn YF 5 Herlong NN Y¥Y- N OY 9 Yates » F¥ we 6 Watts “NY MY 
10 Gubser nm. 8 Matthews xv we YY 3 Byrne wy + ¥ = 3 Robsion ns ee. OF 
4 Mailliard en a a 6 Rogers N Y N Y 13 Church er eM FT 8 Siler ‘he F 
1 Scudder * = eS 3 Sikes ¥ ¥ WY 10 Collier = F LOUISIANA 
13 Teague wm YF F 1 Cramer nr YY UY 4 McVey Nn or S 2 Boggs My MF 
28 Utt ¥ BN. ¥ GEORGIA 11 Sheeban Ny FY ¥ 4 Brooks NY WN Y 
30 Wilson 7. ay 8 Blitch YY ¥ i ¥ INDIANA 1 Hebert NOY RY 
9 Younger ~~. FS 10 Brown Y ¥ OF 8 Denton 4 = 8 FY 8 Vacancy 
5 Davis YT wn Y 1 Madden TF WF 
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ce ones Votes 40 through 43. 


| Record Roll-Call Vote Nos. 94, 95, 99, 100.) 




















40 41 42 43 40 41 42 43 40 41 42 43 40 41 42 43 
6 Morrison N‘°¥Y WN ¥ NEBRASKA 5 Scott w7- aT 6 McMillon Y NN Y 
5 Passman u-Y ww Y 2 Cunningham N Y Y Y 12 Shuford 24189. 6 2 Riley Y NWN Y 
7 Thompson N Y N Y 3 Harrison en fae SS 11 Whitener Y NWN Y 1 Rivers Y N N Y 
3 Willis Soe CY 4 Miller nine eee 10 Jonas Yn YY Y SOUTH DAKOTA 
MAINE 1 Weaver N Y Y Y_ | NORTH DAKOTA 1 McGoven N Y Y Y 
6 Coffin “a Y 0 NEVADA AL Burdick oe Yon ¥ 2 Berry YN Y Y 
1 Hale + ae Oe Te AL Baring ¥ wx AL Krueger YY F-y ¥ TENNESSEE 
3 McIntire Tm FY F NEW HAMPSHIRE OHIO 6 Bass “ua Te FT 
MARYLAND 2 Bass m+. Fs F 9 Ashley a eh Mw 8 Everett N Y N Y 
4 Fallon N Y N Y 1 Merrow ay ys 20 Feighan N Y N Y 9 Davis N Y N Y 
7 Friedel ey ey NEW JERSEY 18 Hays Yuna vy 4 Evins N Y N Y 
3 Garmatz , ee Ge, ee ll Addonizio N Y Y Y 19 Kirwan wo OF 3 Frazier N Y N Y 
5 Lankford ue VY MY 14 Dellay , #8 ¥ 6 Polk ae es 5 Loser o v.29 
2 Devereux N Y Y Y 10 Rodino Se. BY 21 Vanik NY NY 7 Murray NY N Y 
6 Hyde |, i a a 13 Sieminski N Y N Y 14 Ayres ee Se ZS 2 Baker . 2 aoe 
1 Miller ~~ ey Oe 4 Thompson N Y Y Y 13 Baumbart . ¥ 9 1 Reece We nT 
MASSACHUSETTS 3 Auchincloss X J V¥ ? 8 Betts Y N Y Y_ | TEXAS 
2 Boland wey 8 Canfield ee 2 22 Bolton x Fe a 3 Beckworth Y ¥ iy 
4 Donohue NY NY 6 Dwyer wot eS 16 Bow Y wry 2 Brooks NY N'Y 
7 Lane + BH F 5 FrelinghuysenN Y Y Y 7 Brown , = +. © 17 Burleson +o, on 
8 Macdonald Y Y Y Y 2 Glenn y Bews, ¥ 5 Clevenger tw? @ AL Dies 7 OR? 
12 McCormack N Y N Y 12 Kean ine ae aie 11 Dennison mY YY OCOF 7 Dowdy 7, + \-—"s 
11 O'Neill = ve me FT 9 Osmers cc 2: 15 Henderson a ee 21 Fisher Y NN Y 
3 Philbin , ae 7 Widnall —. ee 2 Hess YY &@ VF 13 tkard ye wT 
6 Bates YY f° 1 Wolverton Y N V ? 10 Jenkins 7 Rof>s 20 Kilday NY N Y 
10 Curtis es YF NEW MEXICO 4 McCulloch Y N JV ? 15 Kilgore NY NY 
1 Heselton ms ve AL Vacancy 17 McGregor 7 ee F¥ 19 Mahon N Y Y Y 
14 Martin ne a AL Montoya . 7. = FT 23 Minsball oy YY F 1 Patman N Y N Y 
9 Nicholson Y N Y Y NEW YORK 3 Schenck Ss ¥ FF FT 11 Poage me + F 
5 Rogers 7, we F 30 O’Brien sy wv 3 1 Scherer 7, 2 FY F 4 Rayburn 
13 Wigglesworth N Y Y Y 3 Becker we ¥F 12 Vorvs ae Fy F 18 Rogers ¥ we FT 
MICHIGAN 37 Robison MY Y¥ F OKLAHOMA 16 Rutherford N Y N Y 
12 Bennett +, wy ¥ 2 Derounian rn i Mi 3 Albert ~n Y WN Y 6 Teague . © 
8 Bentley mY Y FF 26 Dooley ee F 2 Edmondson Y N N Y 8 Thomas “ao ¥Y MN OY 
18 Broomfield N Y Y Y 27 Gwinn a ie eS 5 Jarman a a: 9 Thompson N Y N Y 
10 Cederberg Y N Y Y 32 Kearney ta 2a 6 Morris JY ?2?N Y 10 Thornberry N Y N Y 
6 Chamberlain N Y Y Y 38 Keating a eee 4 Steed : a ae ae 12 Wright NY N Y 
5 Ford - ee 33 Kilburn = y ¥-e 1 Belcher ¥ GX zs 14 Young Y Be 
9 Griffin — coe. 40 Miller ms Ve OREGON 5 Alger =." OF 
4 Hoffman , = 3 * 39 Ostertag ss Or 3 Green N Y N Y UTAH 
3 Johansen Y N N Y 42 Pillion ff ee. 4 Porter :. ¥ 2s 2 Dawson oe i 2 
11 Knox Y NY Y 41 Radwan . hy & 2 Ullman NY NY 1 Dixon NYY Y 
7 McIntosh ey TT ¥ FF 43 Reed ; aa. ae iD 1 Norblad wu ¥yY ¥ ¥ VERMONT 
2 Meader N Y N Y 35 Rieblman N Y Y Y | PENNSYLVANIA AL Prouty NY Jv ? 
Detroit-Wayne County 28 St.George Y N Y Y 25 Clark YT wey VIRGINIA 
13 Diggs NY Y ¥ 36 Taber i ee 28 Eberhortee N Y N Y 4 Abbitt N Y N Y 
15 Dingell ny ee 31 Taylor ss 2 11 Flood YNNY 3 Gary N Y N Y 
17 Griffiths a ee 1 Wainurighh N Y Y Y 30 Holland , a re 2 Hardy uM Vee 
16 Lesinski ee ae, aes 29 Wharton eh ae a 21 Dent Y ws Y 7 Harrison N Y N Y 
1 Machrowicz N Y N Y 34 Williams ~. =e 26 Morgan YH w-Y 9 Jennings N ¥> «Mm ¥ 
14 Rabaut Hy ay New York City 14 Rhodes NY NY 1 Robeson xX ¥ N Y 
MINNESOTA 8 Anfuso ww Y &. FY 15 Walter N Y¥ X ? 8 Smith NY MY 
8 Blatnik yy Sy 24 Buckley mF KS 17 Bush a a ee 3 5 Tuck NM Ve 
9 Knutson Ny Sm 11 Celler NY NY 10 Carrigg were 10 Broybill N VV WAce 
6 Marshall + FF 7 Delaney yy BS 29 Corbett a a a Po, ” Forney 
4 McCarthy ms 2 KR 23 Dollinger ws mM 8 Curtin y y iow WASHINGTON 
3 Wier NY NY 19 Forbstein N Y Y Y 9 Dague N Y Y Y | AL Magnuson N Y N Y 
7 Andersen * ¥ F¥ 22 Healey ~ ¥Y HY 12 Fenton ¥ ¥ a ¥ 4 Holmes S Ey Ree eT 
1 Quie ae Fe 6 Holtzman we YY ¥.4 27 Fulton oS FT Vo 5 Hongn  ¥ ee 
5 Judd NY Y Y 10 Kelly N Y N Y | 933 Gavin YNY Y 3 Mack YNY Y 
2 O'Hara YY ww ES 9 Keogh N Y N Y 7 James un OY 6D 1 Pelly ee et oe 
MISSISSIPPI 13 Multer “YY =@Y 24 Kearns Y WwW Yee 6 Tollefson Y N Y Y 
1 Abernethy YuwN ® 16 Powell nm Y Ye ¥ 13 Lafore aS ae fe 2 Westland iy Am oh 
6 Colmer Y NN Y 14 Rooney = y @ & 16 Mumma N Y Y Y_ | WEST VIRGINIA 
3 Smith N Y N Y¥ 18 Santangelo N Y X ? 22 Saylor Yn ¥-F 3 Bailey YN- Y 
2 Whitten , Fae 20 Teller eo a 18 Simpson 7 ers 6 Byrd Y NN ¥ 
4Willioms Y N X ? 21 Zelenko ay SF 19 Stauffer n+ v ¥ 5 Kee Y NN Y 
5 Winstead Y N N Y 5 Bosch ¥ ¥ ¥-% 20 Van Zandt OY N N Y 2 Staggers YNNY 
MISSOURI 17 Coudert eee ee Philadelphia 1 Moore Y Meas 
5 Bolling wy HY 12 Dorn =- § ¥.& 1 Barrett no ¥Y OF 4 Neal YT >. 
7 Brown wy ee 25 Fino “sy eee 3 Byrne N Y N Y WISCONSIN 
9 Cannon me ee 4 Latham . } FF 4 Nix xn @y nson Nn ¥Y S 7 
8 Carnahan ay 2 15 Ray ne Mle OE 2 Granahan _, ae. ee 5 Reuss ie oe ee 
4 Christopher N Y N Y NORTH CAROLINA een N Y N Y 4 Zablocki N Y N Y 
6 Hull N Y N Y 9 Alexander TY How Y 6 Scott N Y Vv ? 8 Byrnes YY 8 
10 Jones N Y N Y 3 Barden Y N N Y | RHODE ISLAND a? Oe ee, Dp 
11 Moulder a 4 Cooley NY N Y 1 Forand NY N Y 1 Vacancy 
3 Sullivan “Y¥Y 8 Y 6 Durham N Y N Y= | SOUTH CAROLINA 2 Tewes oe 
2 Curtis ~ ¥ 3.3 2 Fountain oo Yo 4 Ashmore nde: 4 6 Van Pelt vy 6%) 2 
MONTANA + a" 8 Kitchin y . . 3 Dor N N Y Rg , = S 
: we NYNY 7 Lennon 5 Hemphill Y N a Sian YNYY 
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CQ Senate Votes 80 through 84. 


(No Congressional Record Roll-Call Vote Numbers.) 


Senate, by 51-17 Roll-Call, Authorizes New Funds Totaling 
$3,068,900,000 for Mutual Security Program, Rejecting Cuts 


80. HR 12181. Mutual Security Act of 1958. Bridges (R N.H.) 


81. 


amendment to eliminate language stating that the U.S, should 
join with other nations to provide assistance to help India com- 
plete its current economic development program. Rejected 
35-47 (D 12-30; R 23-17), June 6, 1958. The President. took no 
position on the amendment, (See story p. 761) 


HR 12181, Bridges (R N.H.) amendment to bar aid to Yugosla- 
via and Poland, Rejected 22-54 (D 7-30; R 15-24), June 6, 1958. 
A ‘‘nay’’ was a vote supporting the President’s position. (See 
story p. 761) 


82. 


83. 


HR 12181. Ellender (D La.) amendment to reduce authorization 
for military assistance funds by $500 million. Rejected 24-46 
(D 14-22; R 10-24); June 6, 1958. A ‘‘nay”’ was a vote support- 
ing the President’s position. (See story p, 761) 


HR 12181. Ellender (D La.) amendment to require that $200 
million of the $235 million cut inthe combined military assist- 
ance and defense support authorization would be taken from 
military assistance. Agreed to 43-28 (D 31-6; R 12-22), June 
6, 1958. A ‘‘nay’’ was a vote supporting the President’s posi- 
tion. (See story p. 761) 


84. HR 12181. Passage of the bill. Passed 51-17 (D 25-9; R 26-8), 
June 6, 1958. A ‘‘yea’’ was a vote supporting the President’s 
position. (See story p. 761) 


- KEY - 


Y Record Vote For (yea). 
V_ Paired For. 


$ Announced For, CQ Poll For. 


? Absent, General Pair, ‘‘Present,’’ Did 
not announce or answer Poll. 


N 
x 


Record Vote Against (nay). 
Paired Against. 
Announced Against, CQ Poll Against. 

























































































TOTAL DEMOCRATIC REPUBLICAN 
Vote No. 80 | 81 | 82 | 83 | 84 | VoteNo. | 80 | 81 82 | 83 84 | Vote No. 80; 81 82 | 83 | 84 
Yea 35 22 24 43 51 Yea 12 7 14 31 25 Yea 23 15 10 12 26 
Nay 47 54 4% 28 17 Nay Kt) Ki) 22 6 9 Nay 17 24 24 22 8 
80 81 82 83 84 80 81 82 83 84 80 81 82 83 84 80 81 82 83 84 
ALABAMA IOWA NEBRASKA RHODE ISLAND 
Hill NNN Y Y Hickenlooper NN N Y Curtis a a a a een N NNN Y 
Sparkmon N NN Y Y Martin NN - - Y¥ Hruska oe Pastore NNN Y V 
ARIZONA KANSAS NEVADA SOUTH CAROLINA 
Hayden NX NN Y Carlson NNNNY Bible Y NY Y N Johnston vVti- 
Goldwater Y Y / J N Schoeppel J J - JV X Malone , ¥ ¥ ¥ Thurmond Y Y Y Y N 
ARKANSAS KENTUCKY NEW HAMPSHIRE SOUTH DAKOTA 
Fulbright mw YY ¥ OF Cooper N X NN Y Bridges tee Case TM YT 
McClellan N vw Xk Morton NN NN Y Cotton 7 v7 & F.7 Mundt an i a ae 
CALIFORNIA LOUISIANA NEW JERSEY TENNESSEE 
Knowland YT ¥RX Y Ellender NN Y Y N Case NN NN Y e NNN Y Y 
Kuchel Y NNN YY Long 7, ve = a Smith N NNN Y Kefauver NNN Y Y 
COLORADO MAINE NEW MEXICO TEXAS 
Carroll NNN Y Y Payne N NNN Y Anderson + @.Y 3 2 Yarborough 7? ? $¢ $¢ ? 
Allott N NNN Y Smith mT Fe: Chavez Y ¥ ¥ ¥.e Johnson NWnN YY FT 
CONNECTICUT MAR YLAND NEW YORK UTAH 
Bush NN NN Y Beall Y NNN Y Ives X X =- = ¢f Bennett ¥YNAH YT 
Purtell N NNN Y Butler 7 ¥ ¥.3°4 oS N NN N Y Watkins YT wey OF 
DELAWARE MASSACHUSETTS RTH CAROLINA VERMONT 
Frear Vv +f ¢¥ & SE Kennedy NNN Y Y Ervin <2 & Aiken N NN N Y 
Williams * ¥ ¥ Saltonstall X X = = ¢ Jordan 7, TT ¥.¥ Flanders i ee ee 
FLORIDA MICHIGAN NORTH DAKOTA VIRGINIA 
Smathers N NN Y Y Potter yYyY-e-¢7 Young NY Y Y N Robertson + ? ¢ ¢ = 
GEORGIA MINNESOTA OHIO WASHINGTON 
Russell *¥ ¥ VF Se Humphrey wer YT F Lausche Y NNN Y Jackson HwwN YF 
Talmadge Y Y Y Y N Thye YNNNY Bricker YV¥V3 2 2? Magnuson NNN Y VJ 
IDAHO MISSISSIPPI OKLAHOMA WEST VIRGINIA 
Church NNN Y Y Eastland ¥ &y tS Kerr % 2s. 2.2 Hoblitzell , oe a a 
Dworshah Y Y Y Y N Stennis Y NY YN Monroney N NN Y Y Revercomb ? ? 2? ? Vv 
ILLINOIS MISSOURI OREGON WISCONSIN 
Douglas MOH TY FT Hennings i. = a as Morse SwWYyY FY ¥ Proxmire mn ey Fe 
Dirksen Y NNN Y Symington NN X Y Y Neuberger N N N N Y Wiley N NN N Y 
INDIANA MONT ANA PENNSYLVANIA WYOMING 
Capebat Y Y NN Y Mansfield N N ? ? ¥ Clark N NNN Y O'Mahoney 7? 7? 7? ? = 
Jenner + vee. Murray NX ¢ ¢ Vv Martin , 8? ¥ 9 Barrett vv = X X 
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What’s Ahead? 











Committee Hearings 


June 16-18 -- MERCHANT MARINE (HR 7515, S 2096, 
3657, 2568, 3361, 3499, 3919), Senate Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

June 16-20 -- CIVIL SERVICE PERSONNEL (S 3888), 
Senate Post Office and Civil Service, Special 
Subc, 

June 16-27 -- SOCIAL SECURITY ACT, House Ways and 
Means. 

June 23-25 -- SMALL BUSINESS AND ANTI-COMM- 
PETITIVE PRICING, Senate Small Business, 
Retailing, Distribution and Fair Trade Practices 
Subc. 

June 24-27 -- TELEVISION CHANNEL ALLOCATIONS, 
service to smaller communities, Senate Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, resume hearings. 

June 25-27, July 9 -- CIVIL RIGHTS BILLS, House Judi- 
ciary Committee, (to resume July 9), 

June 27-28 -- PROBLEMS OF SMALL BUSINESS IN AIR - 
CRAFT INDUSTRY, House Select Small Business, 
Subc, No. 4 (Los Angeles), 

June 30-July 1 -- CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO CANAL 
PARK, House Interior and Insular Affairs Public 
Lands Subc, (tentative), 

July 8-10 -- DOMESTIC TEXTILE PROBLEMS, Senate 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, Special Textile 
Subc, 


Dates are listed as released by sources and are sometimes subject to change. 


July 15, 22 -- BROADCASTER-MUSIC PUBLISHING 
TIE-IN (S 2834), Senate Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, resume hearings. 


Primaries and Conventions 

June 16 -- Maine primaries. 

June 16, 17 -- Connecticut Republican convention (state- 
wide candidates), 

June 21 -- Connecticut Republican convention (district 
candidates), 

June 24 -- South Carolina (run-off), North Dakota pri- 
maries; Indiana Democratic convention (statewide 
candidates), 

June 27 -- Indiana Republican convention (statewide can- 
didates), 

June 28 -- North Carolina (runoff) primaries. 


Other Events 


June 16-28 -- INTER-AMERICAN SEMINAR ON EDUC A- 
TION, Pan American Union, Washington, D.C. 

June 17 -- ARRIVAL OF PHILIPPINE PRESIDENT CAR- 
LOS P. GARCIA, Washington, D.C, 

June 17 -- VICE PRESIDENT NIXON, address at Bausch 
and Lomb science award luncheon, Sheraton-Carlton 
Hotel, Washington, D.C, 

June 18-20 -- REPUBLICAN CAMPAIGN SCHOOL, Re- 
publican National Committee, Hotel Statler, Wash- 
ington, D.C, 





STATUS OF APPROPRIATION BILLS IN THE 2nd SESSION 


The status of the 12 regular appropriation bills before Congress in the 2nd session of the 85th Congress. A 13th bill, the 
Mutual Security appropriation, also must be passed but is not a ‘‘regular’’ bill as it requires annual authorization. 








HOUSE 
Agency Requested Committee 
Agriculture 
Commerce 982,721,000 917,140,000 
Defense 38,196,947,000 38,310,561,000 38,409,561,000 
District of Columbia 
Federal Payment 


District Payment . 


Executive Offices 15,064,870 15,558,870 15,558,870 14,154,870 14,154,870 

Independent Offices 5,922,343,500 6,549,920,900 6,549,920,900 6,137,248,900 6,108,242,900 

Interior 414,484,600 413,145,600 413,145,600 488,939,950 489,916,950 459,675,950 
Labor-HEW 2,973,737,181 2,961,862,181 2,967,955,581 

Legislative a 

Public Works 1,076,016,000 1,074,117,200 

State-Justice-Judiciary 589,215,011 570,722,613 570,722,613 588,717,113 588,717,113 

Treasury-Post Office 4,121,969,000 4,100,608,000 4,108,108,000 4,108,108,000 4,108,108,000 4,108,108,000 


* Amounts requested by agencies cannot be definitely determined until bills are reported by the House Appropriations Committee. 


Passed 


$ 3,320,888,539 $ 3,216,988,539 $ 3,216,988,539 $ 3,207,973,039 $ 3,207,973,039 
949,892,000 


SENATE 








Committee Passed Final 
$3,191,875,539 


1,012,886,000  1,012,886,000 








A Defense Supplemental for fiscal 1958 (HR 10146) carrying $1,260,000,000 and a Labor Department Supplemental for fiscal 
1958 (H J Res 533) carrying $43,400,000 have been passed by both houses and signed by the President (PL 322, 324). The Pres- 
ident March 28 signed the Second Supplemental bill for fiscal 1958 (HR 10881, PL 352) carrying $2,861,008,793 for various Govern- 
ment Departments. An advance procurement appropriation (H J Res 588) providing up to $840 million in fiscal 1959 funds for use 
in fiscal 1958 was signed by the President April. 24 (PL 386). A deficiency appropriation (HR 12326) for fiscal 1958 carrying 
$29,784,302 was signed by the President May 14 (PL 400), A fiscal 1958 supplemental for the Labor Department and Small Business 
Administration has been passed by both houses and sent to the President (H J Res 624). 
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The Week In Congress 








President Eisenhower gave GOP 
The KF our Commandments Congressmen his ‘‘four command- 
ments’’ for 1958 legislative action, and Congress afterwards acted on three of 
them. The House passed the President’s reciprocal trade bill by a thumping margin, 
and the Senate approved a $3,068,900,000 mutual security authorization after reject- 
ing all fund-cutting attempts. A third commandment didn’t fare so well -- the House 
passed the defense reorganization bill but rejected three Administration-backed 


amendments. (Page 757, 761, 762, 767) 
Who Voted? 


When they started counting noses in Congress, how 
many times did your Senator and Representative show 
up to vote on roll calls? The average Senator and 
Representative voted on 88 percent of the roll calls 
in the first four months of 1958, Congressional 
Quarterly’s survey of Voting Participation reports. 
The survey was based on 30 House roll calls and 63 
Senate roll calls between Jan, 7 and May 1, 1958. 
The 88 percent figure exactly matches the annual 
average for every year since 1955. (Page 731) 


Agency Probe 


A House subcommittee heard charges that a Boston 
mill owner had received preferential treatment from 
Federal regulatory agencies because of his friendship 
with Presidential Assistant Sherman Adams and some 
Members of the Congress. Adams called the charges 
“‘unwarranted and unfair.’’ Subcommittee investiga- 
tors said the mill owner had paid nearly $2,000 in 
Boston hotel bills for Adams since 1954. (Page 737) 


Railroad Ills 


The Senate Commerce Committee’s prescription for 
the ailing railroad industry was approved by the 
Senate despite the Eisenhower Administration’s res- 
ervations about its efficacy. The measure would au- 
thorize a $700 million Government-guaranteed loan 
program to bolster the financial condition of the rail- 
roads. Eliminated from the bill was atax-exemption 
provision which industry groups called essential 
(Page 764) 





Roll-Call Votes 


HOUSE: Reciprocal trade, defense reor- 
ganization, page 768, 
SENATE: Mutual security, page 770. 











iv 





Primary Preview 


The June 16 Maine primary is marked by 
contests of unusual interest. Gov. Edmund S, 
Muskie (D) is unopposed for his party’s Senate 
nomination, but a hard fight has developed among 
Democratic aspirants to his present job. There 
are lively contests in the Republican ranks for 
both the gubernatorial and Senatorial nomina- 
tions. In the House most interest centers in the 
First District, where Rep. Robert Hale (R) and 
James C, Oliver (D), whose 1956 election contest 
still has not been settled, face three primary 
opponents. (Page 740) 











Budget Blues 


The Bureau of the Budget, atiny Federal agency with 
only 453 employees, is fast becoming the favorite 
whipping boy of Congress. Every other department 
in the sprawling Federal Government must submit 
its spending requests to Congress through the Budget 
Bureau. Even when Congress appropriates money, it 
cannot be spent until Budget releases it. That’s 
where the trouble comes. The Budget Bureau some- 
times has held back funds which Congress appropri- 
ated or permitted money to be spent for purposes 
other than those designated by Congress. (Page 743) 


More House Help? 


The question of whether Members of the House should 
have Administrative Assistants -- just like their 
colleagues in the Senate -- is likely to come up for 
consideration in the Rules Committee this week. 
Many Representatives say they need AAs to handle 
their increased work load, Others call it ‘‘empire 
building.’’ If a pending bill becomes law, each Mem- 
ber would be entitled to an AA with a base pay of 
$7,500, a top pay of $12,874. But some Members 
claim that, evenif authorized, there isn’t enough room 
in their offices for another hand. (Page 758) 
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